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FCC DETERMINATIONS OF MUST CARRY COMPLAINTS
May 25,1995

CSR No. Station Cable System: Community(s) Served Determination
3746 KAZQ Albuquerque, NM Jones Intercable: Albuquerque, Bosque Farms, and Complaint dismissed; voluntary carriage, 5/25/93.

Bernalillo, NM

3750 KAZQ, Albuquerque, NM Sierra Cablevision: Bernalillo, Edgewood, Estancia, Isleta Order to commence carriage, 5/28/93.
Pueblo, Moriarty, Sandia Knolls, and Tijeras, NM

3751 KAZQ, Albuquerque, NM Classic Cable Holdings: Belen and Los Lunas, NM Voluntary carriage; complaint dismissed, 9/22/93.

3781 KBDI, Denver, CO Colorado Springs Cablevision: Colorado Springs, CO Order to commence carriage, 7/13/93.

3782 KBDI, Denver, CO TCI: Denver, CO Voluntary carriage; complaint dismissed 3/17/93.

3783 KBDI, Denver, CO United Artist Cable: Greeley, CO Order to commence carriage, 6/10/93.

3784 KBDI, Denver, CO TCI: Wheatridge, Lakewood, Aurora, Englewood, Voluntary carriage; complaint dismissed, 3/17/93.
Arvado, and Westminster, CO

3908-M KCDT, Moscow, ID Cox Cable: Spokane, WA Voluntary carriage; complaint dismissed, 12/16/94.

3766 KCSM, San Mateo, CA Century Cable: Benicia, CA Order to commence carriage, 6/10/93.

3767 KCSM, San Mateo, CA Chambers Cable: Novato, CA Order to commence carriage, 5/28/93.

3768 KCSM, San Mateo, CA Coast Cable-Western Communications: San Jose, CA Order to commence carriage, 5/28/93.

3769,3774 KCSM, San Mateo, CA Continental Cablevision: Order dismissing complaint, 3/09/93 (KCSM Signal
does not reach the headend).

3770 KCSM, San Mateo, CA Horizon Cable TV Video Engineering: Fairfax, CA Order to commence carriage, 5/28/93.

3771, 3m KCSM, San Mateo, CA Multivision Cable TV: Rohnert Park and Fairfield, CA Carriage order rescinded, poor signal quality,
5/11/94.

3773 KCSM, San Mateo, CA Post-Newsweek Cable of California: Union City, CA Order to commence carriage, 7/13/93.

3775 KCSM, San Mateo, CA Televents CATV: Brentwood, CA Order to commence carriage, 7/13/93.

3776 KCSM, San Mateo, CA Tele-Vue Systems (Viacom): Pinole, CA Voluntary carriage; complaint dismissed, 6/06/94.

3777 KCSM, San Mateo, CA Tele-Vue Systems (Viacom): Marin, Napa and Sonoma Voluntary carriage; complaint dismissed, 12/14/94.
Counties, CA

3778 KCSM, San Mateo, CA Wander Cable: Gualala, CA Order to commence carriage, (6/03/93) rescinded,
cable's Petition for Reconsideration granted,
7/29/93 (station Grade B does not encompass
headend.

3779 KCSM, San Mateo, CA Viacom Cable: San Francisco, CA Order to commence carriage, 5/28/93.

4162-M KCSM, San Mateo, CA Viacom Cable (East Bay): Pleasanton, Livermore, Dublin, Order to commence carriage, 12/13/94.
San Ramon, Sunol, CA and surrounding areas



CSRNo. Station Cable System: Community(s) Served Determination
4185-M KCSM, San Mateo, CA Tel: Fremont, CA Voluntary carriage; complaint dismissed, 2/02/94.

4048-M KHCE, San Antonio, TX Paragon Cable: San Antonio, TX Order to commence carriage, 5/04/94.

4139-M KLRU, Austin, TX TCI Cablevision of Texas, Inc.: Seguin and New Poor signal strength, carriage order of 5/18/94
Braunfels, TX rescinded, 7/28/94.

3890-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Douglas Cable: Garden City and East Lynne, MO Order to commence carriage, 12/12/93.

3891-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Cablevision: Norborne, MO Order to commence carriage, 11 /10/93. I

3892-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Cablevision: Brunswick, MO Order to commence carriage, 12/13/93.

3893-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Cablevision: Richmond & Henrietta, MO Order to commence carriage, 12/06/93

391D-M,3917-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Douglas Cable: Calhoun, Urich, Creighton and Cable system with less than 12 usable channels,
3918-M,3919-M Mayview,MO carriage order of 10/12/93 rescinded, 5/20/94.

3911-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Douglas Cable: Waverly, MO Order to commence carriage, 10/12/93.

3912-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Douglas Cable: Slater, MO Order to commence carriage, 10/12/93.

3913-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Douglas Cable: Higginsville, MO Order to commence carriage, 10/12/93.

3914-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Douglas Cable: laMonte, MO Order to commence carriage, 10/12/93.

3915-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Douglas Cable: Deepwater, MO Order to commence carriage, 10/12/93.

3916-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Douglas Cable: Gilliam, MO Order to commence carriage, 10/12/93.

3923-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Douglas Cable: Corder, MO Order to commence carriage, 10/20/93.

3951-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Friendship Cable: Greenview, MO Order to commence carriage, 12/13/93.

3952-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Friendship Cable: Climax Springs/Coffman Bend, MO Order to commence carriage, 5/05/94.

3953-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Friendship Cable: Ivey Bend, MO Order to commence carriage, 5/31/94.

3954-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Friendship Cable: Roach, MO Order to commence carriage, 12/13/94.

3955-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Douglas Cable: Emma, MO Order to commence carriage, 12/06/94.

3956-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Douglas Cable, Montrose, MO Order to commence carriage, 11/09/93.

3957-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Douglas Cable: Malta Bend, MO Order to commence carriage, 11/09/93.

3958-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Douglas Cable: Nelson, MO Order to commence carriage, 11/09/93.

3959-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Douglas Cable: Blackwater, MO Order to commence carriage, 11/09/93.

3960-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Friendship Cable: Niangua Bridge, MO Order to COmmence carriage, 5/04/94.

3961-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Douglas Communications Corp. II: Kingsville, MO Cable system has only ten usable channels; carriage
order of October 12,1993 rescinded, 8/10/94.

3962-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Douglas Cable: Jamestown, MO Order to commence carriage, 12/06/94.
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CSRNo. Station Cable System: Community(s) Served Determination
3963-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Friendship Cable: Gravois Hills, MO Order to commence carriage, 12/20/94.

3964-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Cass County Cable: Cass County, MO Order to commence carriage, 12/08/93.

3965-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Douglas Cable Comm.: Cass County, MO Carriage order rescinded, 9/30/94.

3967-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Falcon Cable 1V: Wheatland, MO Order to commence carriage, 12/08/93.

3968-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Falcon Cable 1V: Harrisonville, MO Order to commence carriage, 12/08/93.

3977-M,3991-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Jones Intercable: Greenwood, Blue Springs, Lees Summit, Order dismissing complaint, 5/03/94. Station's t

3992-M, 3993-M Oak Grove, Odessa, Pleasant Hill, Grain Valley, Lake Grade B contour does not encompass Jones'
3994-M, 3995-M Lotawana, and portions of Cass County, MO Raymore headend.
3996-M,3997-M
3998-M

4067-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO First Cable of Missouri: Eugene, MO Order to commence carriage, 5/04/94.

4068-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO First Cable of Missouri: Syracuse, MO Order to commence carriage, 5/04/94.

4069-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO First Cable of Missouri: Clarksburg, MO Order to commence carriage, 5/04/94.

407D-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Lake Cable, Inc.: Tan-Tar-A, MO Order to commence carriage, 5/04/94.

4071-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO First Cable of Missouri: Tina, MO Order dismissing complaint, 10/22/93 (Ownership
of cable company changed).

4072-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO First Cable of Missouri: Harrisburg, MO Order to commence carriage, 5/04/94.

4078-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO MW-l CableSystems Inc.: Chilhowee, MO Order to commence carriage, 5/05/94.

4079-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Tristar Cable: Centerview, MO Order to commence carriage, 5/05/94.

4080-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Tiger Cable Systems: Macks Creek, MO Order to commence carriage, 5/05/94.

4081-M KMOS, Sedalia, MO Osage Communications: Buckner, MO Order to commence carriage, 5/05/94.

3799-M KNPB, Reno, NV WestStar Cable: Truckee, CA Order to commence carriage, 7/13/93.

4044-M KOCE, Huntington Beach, Century Southwest Cable: Santa Monica, CA, et al. Order to commence carriage, 12/23/93.
CA

3876-M, 3877-M KRCB, Rohnert Park, CA Viacom: Geyser Peak and Big Rock, CA Voluntary carriage; complaints dismissed,
11/17/93.

3878-M KRCB, Rohnert Park, CA American International: Cotati, CA Order to commence carriage, 10/12/93, (petition
for reconsideration denied, 5/10/94.)

3879-M KRCB, Rohnert Park, CA Donrey Cablevision: Vallejo, CA Order to commence carriage, 11/09/93.

3880-M KRCB, Rohnert Park, CA Century Cable: San Pablo, CA Order to commence carriage, 10/12/93.

3881-M KRCB, Rohnert Park, CA Chambers Cablevision: Novato, CA Voluntary carriage, complaint dismissed; 11/10/93.
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CSR No. Station Cable System: Community(s) Served Determination
4249-M KRCB, Rohnert Park, CA TCI Cablevision: Martinez, CA Order to commence carriage, 12/12/94.

4180-M KTEH, San Jose, CA Chambers Communications: Novato, CA Order dismissing complaint, 5/11/94 (Grade B
does not encompass headend).

4181-M KTEH, San Jose, CA Viacom Cable: Marin, Napa, Petaluma, Pinole, Crockett Order dismissing complaint, 8/11/94 (Grade B
and American Canyon, CA does not encompass headend).

4267-M KUID, Moscow, 10 Northwest Cable: Lummer, 10 and Garfield, WA Complaint withdrawn by KUID upon
determination of inadequate signal strength,

,
11/14/94.

3744 KVPT. Fresno, CA TCI: Merced County, CA Petition for Reconsideration granted, order to
commence carriage, 8/09/93.

3763 KVPT, Fresno, CA Cox Cable: Bakersfield, CA Voluntary carriage; complaint dismissed, 12/13/94.

3764 KVPT, Fresno, CA Warner Cable: Bakersfield, Lamont and Irvin, CA Voluntary carriage; complaint dismissed, 2/2/94.

3765

3752 KYVE, Yakima, WA TCI Cablevision: Wenatchee, WA Order to commence carriage, 6/10/93.

4397-M,4398-M Maine Public Broadcasting A-R Cable Services: Lewiston and Bangor, ME Order to commence carriage, 2/08/95.

4447-M Maine Public Broadcasting United Video Cablevision: Greene, Leeds, Minot, Poland, Order denied, station determined not to be local,
Turner, Wales, Durham, and Woolwich, ME 4/26/95.

3745-M Mississippi Educational Time Warner Cable: Oxford, MS Order dismissing complaint, 5/28/93. MAET's
Television, WMAV, Application for Review denied, 6/10/94.
Oxford,MS

3792-M WILL, Urbana, IL TCI of Illinois-Dnarga: Onarga, Danforth and Gilman, IL Order to commence carriage, 6/03/93.

4011-M WKAR,. East Lansing, MI Crystal Cable: East Lansing, MI Order to commence carriage, 12/14/94.

402o-M WKAR,. East Lansing, MI TCI Cablevision: Battle Creek, MI Voluntary carriage; complaint dismissed, 8/26/93.

3882-M WNEO, Alliance,OH TCI Cablevision: Steubenville, OH Order to commence carriage, 8/04/93.

3969-M WNIN, Evansville, IN Douglas Cable: Allendale, Bone Gap, Browns, Keensburg Order to commence carriage, 11/17/93.
and West Salem, IL

3757,3758 WNVC, Fairfax, VA Cable TV Montgomery: Montgomery County, MD Voluntary carriage; complaints dismissed, 8/26/93.

3759 WNVC, Fairfax, VA Prestige Cable TV: Garrisonville, VA Order to commence carriage, 5/28/93.

3755 WNVT, Goldvein, VA Multivision Cable TV: Prince George's County, MD Order to commence carriage, 6/3/93.

3756 WNVT, Goldvein, VA MetroVision: Prince George's County, MD Order dismissing complaint, poor signal quality,
6/3/93.
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CSRNo. Station Cable System: Community(s) Served Determination
3760,3761 WNVT, Goldvein, VA District Cablevision Limited Partnership: Washington, Order to commence carriage, 7/29/93.

D.C.

3748 WNYC Communications Time Warner New York City Cable Group: New York, Order to commence carriage, 5/20/93.
Group, NY

New York, NY

3787 WNYC, New York, NY Cablevision: Great Neck, Lynbrook, Woodbury, and Voluntary carriage; complaint dismissed, 4/0219,3.
Yorktown Heights, NY; and Newark, NJ

3786 WPBT National Cable Limited: Palm Beach County, FL Order to commence carriage, 7/29/93.
Miami,FL

3931-M, 3932-~ ,WPTD, Oxford, OH TCI of Indiana, Inc.: Dublin and Richmond, IN Complaint dismissed; voluntary carriage or
3934-M repositioning, 10/15/93.

3933-M WPTD (Dayton, OH) TCI Cablevision: Winchester, IN Complaint dismissed 11 /17/93 (TCI not within
WPTD's Grade Bcontour).

3945-M WPTD, Dayton,OH Country Cable: Greens Fork, IN Order to commence carriage, 11/[1)/93

4027-M WPTD, Dayton, OH Dimension Cable: Washington Court House, Order to commence carriage, 1/20/95.
Bloomingburg, Sabina, Jeffersonville, Milledgeville, Octa,
Union and portions of Clinton County, OH

4028-M WPTD, Dayton, OH Paxton Cablevision: Midway, OH Order to commence carriage, 12/13/93.

4029-M WPTD, Dayton, OH Time Warner Cable: Union City, OH and Union City, IN Voluntary carriage; complaints dismissed, 2/09/94.

4030-M WPTD, Dayton, OH Time Warner Cable: Oxford, OH Complaint dismissed; voluntary carriage or
repositioning, 12114/93.

4038-M WPTD, Dayton, OH B&L Cablevision: Port William and Bowdersville, OH Voluntary carriage; complaint dismissed, 1/03/94.

4089-M WPTD, Dayton, OH Sammons Communications: Connersville, IN Order to commence carriage, 8/19/94.

3935-M WPTO, Oxford, OH TCI Cablevision of Indiana: Lynn, IN Order to commence carriage, 11 / [1)/93.

3936-M WPTO, Oxford, OH TCI Cablevision of Indiana: New Castle, IN Order to commence carriage, 10/13/93.

3937-M WPTO, Oxford, OH TCI Cablevision of Indiana: Winchester, IN Order to commence carriage, 11 /17/93.

3938-M WPTO, Oxford, OH TCI Cablevision of Indiana: Dublin, IN Order to commence carriage, 12/08/93.

3939-M WPTO, Oxford, OH TCI Cablevision of Indiana: Richmond, IN Order to commence carriage, 11/[1)/93.

394o-M WPTO, Oxford, OH Oak Cable: St. Paul, IN Order to commence carriage, 11 /09/93.

3941-M WPTO, Oxford, OH Oak Cable: Waldron, IN Order to commence carriage, 11/[1)/93.

3942-M WPTO, Oxford, OH Country Cable: Holton, IN Order to commence carriage, 11/[1)/93.

3943-M WPTO, Oxford, OH Country Cable: Glenwood, IN Order to commence carriage, 11/[1)/93.
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CSR No. Station Cable System: Community(s) Served Determination
3944-M WPTO, Oxford, OH Country Cable: Greens Forks, IN Order to commence carriage, 11/00/93.

3984-M WPTO, Oxford, OH Sunman Cablevision: Sunman, IN Order to commence carriage, 12/00/93.

4031-M WPTO, Oxford, OH KENS Cable: Harveysburg, OH Order to commence carriage, 12/13/93.

4032-M WPTO, Oxford, OH KAS Cable: Wright Patterson AFB, OH Order to commence carriage, 12/13/94.

4033-M WPTO, Oxford, Ohio KENS Cable: Oarksville, OH Order to commence carriage, 12/13/94.

4090-M WPTO, Oxford, OH Sammons Communications: Connersville, Indiana Order to commence carriage, 12/15/94. ,

4168-M,4169-M WPTO, Oxford, OH TCI Cablevision: Golf Manor, Middletown, Wilmington, Order to commence carriage, 1/19/95.

417o-M,4171-M Fairfield, and Hamilton, MO

4172-M

3978-M,3979-M WPTD (Dayton, OH) & Northern Ohio Cable: Wayne County, IN Order to commence carriage, 12/06/93.
WPTO (Oxford, OH)

3980-M,3981-M WPTD (Dayton, OH) &: MW-1 Cable Systems: Economy, Metamora, Laurel &: Carriage order rescinded, 5/11/94 (poor signal

3982-M, 3983-M WPTO (Oxford, OH) Newpoint, IN quality).

3985-M

4041-M 4042-M WPTD (Dayton, OH) & Sammons Communications: Brookville, IN Order to commence carriage, 5/04/94.
WPTO (Oxford, OH)

38QO-M WYBE, Philadelphia, PA Storer Cable Communications of Gloucester County: Order to commence carriage, 6/10/93.
Willingboro, NJ

3801-M WYBE, Philadelphia, PA Comcast Cablevision of Mercer County: Trenton, NJ Order to commence carriage, 6/10/93.

3802-M WYBE, Philadelphia, PA C-Tec Cablevision: Dallas, PA. Complaint dismissed, headend outside of Grade B
contour, 6/10/93

3803-M WYBE, Philadelphia, PA Comcast Cablevision: Philadelphia, PA Voluntary carriage; complaint dismissed, 6/13/93.

3804-M WYBE, Philadelphia, PA Garden State Cablevision: Cherry Hill, NJ Order to commence carriage, 6/10/93.

3805-M WYBE, Philadelphia, PA Monmouth Cablevision Associates: Seaside Heights, NJ Order dismissing complaint, headend outside of
Grade Bcontour, 6/15/93.

3806-M WYBE, Philadelphia, PA Suburban Cable TV Company: Pottstown, PA Order to commence carriage, 8/13/93.

3807-M WYBE, Philadelphia, PA Tri-County Cable: Salem, NJ Voluntary carriage; complaint dismissed, 6/01/93.

3808-M WYBE, Philadelphia, PA Metro Cable: Bryn Mawr, PA Complaint dismissed; cable company a SMATV
system and not covered by Cable Act, 6/22/93.

38oo-M WYBE, Philadelphia, PA Wade Cablevision: Philadelphia, PA Order to commence carriage, 7/13/93.

3835-M WYBE, Philadelphia, PA Oxford Valley Cablevision: Bensalem, PA Voluntary carriage; complaint dismissed, 7/15/93.

Page 6



CSRNo. Station Cable System: Community(s) Served Detennination
3836-M WYBE, Philadelphia, PA Harron Cable Television: Malvern, PA Voluntary carriage; complaint dismissed, 6/'13/93.

3837-M WYBE, Philadelphia, PA Storer Cable Communications: Woodbury, NJ Voluntary carriage; complaint dismissed, 6/'13/93.

3838-M WYBE, Philadelphia, PA Cablevision of Pennsylvania: Norristown, PA. Order to commence carriage, 7/29/93.

4006-M WYBE, Philadelphia, PA Monmouth Cable: Jackson Township, NJ Voluntary carriage; complaint dismissed, 9/01/93.

4058-M WYBE, Philadelphia, PA Tele-Media, Corp.: Chesapeake City, MD Order to commence carriage, 5/05/94.

4059-M WYBE, Philadelphia, PA TCl Cablevision of Maryland: Elkton, MD Order to commence carriage, 5/05/94, (Petition for
Reconsideration denied, 8/25/94).
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Federal Communications Commission DA 93·614

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

In re:

Complaint of Alpha·Omega
Broadcasting of Albuquerque.
Inc. against Multimedia
Development Corp.

Request for Carriage

CSR·3750
NM0168

Roy J. Stewart
Chief, Mass Media Bureau

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: May 28, 1993;

By the Chief, Mass Media Bureau:

Released: June 8, 1993

1. On January 28, 1993. a complaint was filed with the
Commission on behalf of Alpha..omega. Broadcasting of
Albuquerque. Inc., licensee of Television Broadcast Station
KAZO (Educ., Channel 32). Albuquerque. New Mexico.
According to KAZO. the station is entitled to carriage by
cable television systems serving the following New Mexico
communities. all of which are owned by Multimedia De­
velopment Corp., d/b/a S1eua,£abjevision, becaus~o...
(s-ithinCiftJ-niielloWhe.pr.incipaUleadend..of..Lh~.cable
~tem..serMlng...e.acQ.,ofllllhem...,and-Lherefole.,KAZO ..is a
lWocIrill4ign.folBtweeci.-..fotRelle.er~jthin.olhe·mean.in8"Of

.§50f-"the..u.bler.:releliision£.onsumer..Prolwion...and Com.
petition Act of 1992, Pub. L. No. 102-385. 106 Stat. 1460
(1qq2): Bernalillo, Edgewood. Estancia. Isleta Pueblo.
Moriarty, Sandia Knolls, and Tijeras.

2. On April 8. 1993. the United States District Court of
the District of Columbia issued a decision in the litigation
involving Turner Broadcasting System, Inc., et at. v. Federal
Communications Commission, Civil Action No. 92-2247
(D.D.C. April 8, 1993), which upheld the provisions of the
1992 Cable Act that had been challenged as violating plain­
tiffs' constitutional rights and terminated the 120 jay
Standstill Order previously issued in this case.

3. Since no other pleadings were filed in this matter
within the fifteen (i5) day period specified by the Commis­
sion in its Public Notice, Mimeo No. 32419 (released
March 26, 1993), the complaint filed January 28, 1993, by
Alpha·Omega Broadcasting of Albuquerque. Inc. IS
GRANTED, in accordance with 1615(j)(3) (47 U.S.C. 535)
of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended. and
Multimedia Dev~ment~ d/b/a Sierra Cablevision IS
ORDERED tommM h1i~"bloestlltr6n~O,
Channel 32, Albuquerque. New Mexico on its cable televi·
sion systems in '. , cia~leta

Pueblo~oriar1Yl""Sa"di..-Knolls..nd..orijer8S....New Mexico
-.ronY"'5ix.o(>46)o<Ia~~netd.t~f~is:oO,d&This action

is taken by the Chief. Mass Media Bureau, pursuant to
authority delegated by §0.283 of the Commission's Rules.
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· I RECEIVED

aEP 22 J99J

BEFORE THE

JffebernI aInttnmmiarliotts OIntttttrissiott
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20~~4

In re:

Co.plaint of Alpha-omega
Broadcasting of Albuquerque,
Inc. against Classic Cable
Holdings LP

Request for carriage

To: Chief, Mass Media Bureau

)
)
) _CSR~3751 ....~_-- .-...­
) ~.::~ioIo~92 '* .'~
) NK0156
) NK0158
)
)

CONSENT MOTION TO DISMISS COMPLAINT

Alpha-omega Broadcasting of Albuquerque, Inc. (Alpha-Omega),

Complainant, licensee of Noncommercial Educational Television

Station KAZQ, Albuquerque, New Mexico, herewith moves to dismiss

its above-captioned Complaint without prejudice. Alpha-Omega has

been advised by Classic Cable Holdings LP d/b/a Valencia County

Cable TV {Classic Cable) that carriage of Station KAZQ will
/

commence on its systems with headends at Belen, New Mexico and at

Los Lunas, New Mexico on Channel 10 with the provision of certain

equipment by Alpha-omega to Classic Cable. These arrangements are

satisfactory to Alpha-omega. That being the case, there is no

longer any need for relief from this Commission. Classic Cable

concurs in and consents to this Motion and the relief sought.
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For the foregoing reason, Alpha-omega requests that its

Complaint with respect to Classic Cable be dismissed without

prejudice.

Respectfully submitted,

. ALPHA-OMEGA BROADCASTING OF
ALBUQUERQUE, INC.

John H. Midlen,
Its Counsel

Midlen & Guillot, Chartered
3238 Prospect Street, N. W.
Washington, o. C. 20007-3214

September 22, 1993

/



Federal Communications Commission DA·93·895

M£MORA~"D1JMOPISIOS ASD ORDER

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington. D.C. 20554

I. On Octoher S. I Qq2. the Cable Tele\ision Consumer
Protection and Competition Act of 1992 l"the Cable Act"l
became law. I On December 4. 1991. the Cable Act's re­
quirement for mandatory carriage of· certain
noncommercial educational stations became effecti\e.~ On
January 4. 1993. Front Range Educational Media I"KBDI­
TV"). licensee of Station KBDI·TV (Educ .. Channel 12).
Broomfield. Colorado. filed a complaint !>eeking 10 ensure
the station's carriage on channel 11 on the cable system
serving Colorado Springs. Colorado. which is operaled by
Colorado Springs Cablevision. Inc. l"CSCI"I. CSCI opposed
this complaint on Februar) 1&. 1993.3

1. KBDI-TV asserts that. despite its status as a qualified
local noncommercial educational tele\ision station entitled
10 on-channel carriage rights on channel 12 on CSCl"s
Colorado Springs cable system. CSCI has refused to carry
KBDI·TV at all. Because KBDI-TV's GradeS service can·
tour encompasses CSCl's principal headend in Colorado
Springs. as sho\l'n by a contour map submitted by the
station. KBDI·TV states that CSCl's refusal to carrv the
station is a violation of the station's must-carry rights.'

3. In opposition. CSCI cites the S,lllldslill Ordu asso­
ciated with Ihe litigation in"'olving the constitutionality of
the 1991 Cable Act at issue in Turntr SrOlldCtlSling SYSltm.
Inc., tl al. ~'. Ftdtrlll CommUfllCllliofl.S Commission. Civil
Action No. 91-11~7 (D.D.C. December -t. 1991). CSCI also
claims that KBDI-TV is not entitled to assert carriage rights
because its cil\' of license is not within SO miles of the
Cable syslem's principal headend. nor docs the station pro­
"ide a good quality sip'al to CSCl's principal headend.
Citing KKTV.ITlc.• 6 FCC Red 3621 (1991).

In re:

Complaint of Front Range
Educational Media (KBDI·TV)
against Colorado Springs
Cablevision. Inc.

Request for Carriage

Adopted: July 13. 1993;

By the Chief. ~ass ~edia Bureau:

CSR·3781
C00030

Released: July 20. 1993

4. We uphold KBDI-TV's complaint again_l CSCI. Ini­
lially. we note that on April 8. 1993. the L'nited Stales
District Court for the Districl of Columbia issued a de­
cision in Turner Br0l1dcaSliTl8 Syslem. ITlc .. suprl1. upholding
lhe provisions of the 199:2 Cable Act that had been chal­
lenged as violating plainliffs' constitulional rights and ter­
minating the S,l1ndslill Ordu previously issued in that
proceeding. Furthermore. KBDI-TV is clearly a qualified
noncommercial educational television station wilhin the
meaning of the 1992 Cable ACI and our rules. As required
by 47 tJ .S.C. §S3S to be eligihle for mandatory carriage.
KBDI-TV's Grade B service contour encompasses CSCl's
principal headend. Stt IlLso 47 C.F.R. §76.SS(b)(2). Con­
sequently, Broomfield"s distance from CSCl's headend is
not relevant. Neither is the holding in KKTV. Inc., supra,
which dea\( with certain commercial broadcast stations li­
censed to Denver. Colorado. Therein. the Commission
found that Grade B service contour maps were to be relied
on. unless specific and reliable engineering data to the
~ontrary was submitted in rebuttal. Id. at 361:2. CSCI has
submitted no data whatsoever tl' rebut KBD1-TV's e\'idence
of its Grade B contour location. or to suppOrt its initial
allegation of poor signal qualit~ at CSCl's principal
headend.

S. In .. ie",· of the foregoing. we find that grant of KBDI­
TV's petition is in the public interest.

6. Accordingly. IT IS ORDERED. That the petition for
special relief tCSR-3781) filed January 4. 1993. by Front
Range Educational Media IS GRASTED in accordance
...·ith §61S<j)(3) (47 U.S.c. §S3S1 of the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended.

7 IT IS FL'RTHER ORDERED. Thai Colorado Springs
Cablevision. Inc. SHALL COMMESCE CARRIAGE of the
signal of KBDI-TV on cable channel 1:2 of CSCl's cable
system serving Colorado Springs. Colorado. fort~-six (~b)

davs from lhe release date of this Order. This aClion is
taken by the Chief. ~ass ~edia Bureau. pursuant to au­
thorit~· delegated by §O.183 l,f the Commission's Rules.

FEDERAL CO~Mt.:SIC..\TIOSS COM~ISSION

Roy J. Stewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

I Pub. L. No. I02·38~. 100 Stat. I~ (tQQ2).
; ..i l:.S.C. IS~~.

J On March 11. Iql,l~. the Commission adopted I R~porl Gild

O~d~~ in .\t.'" Docktl .\'0. 9~·~$9. II fCC Rcd 2965 (IQQ3)
I"R~po" .rld O~dtr"l. In vic...· of the faCt thaI the rules adopted
therein could have an impact upon a cable system's obliption
fO carry certain noncommercial educational stations. and could
:llso affect th~ reSOlution of a disputed carria. requnt already

1

on fite ...·ith the Commission. panirs opposing such reqursts on
file "'ere permitted 1$ d:l~s 10 file :I supplemental pleading aflfr
the releue date of the RcpC)~1 "rid O,dt~. sup~". Public !'oticf.
"Carrialf of Noncommercial Educ:nion:ll Stations by Cable
Television Systems." Mimro So. ~2~IQ (released March 2b.
IQQ31. Replits to such supplrmrnta) oppositions could be filed
within ~ days. Id. ~o supplemental opposition ... as filrd b}
CSC\.

---_._._" , .....__.....,,"-------------------....----------
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KBDI CH,-\S~El. 12

Dear Ms. Searcy;

2/24/93

Donna Searcy
Secretary
Federal Communications Commis'sion
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

-'./... . /"'-- - -
/. 4 .,.;" ..

'~':;,,:.;-~ ~:-. - ~~I ~ :.~ __ .

, "-'- K&D~:- -.' '.-- "--. ~

..... . ~- -

Enclosed please find five original copies of "Withdrawal of
Complaint" in regard to American Cablevision and TCl of
Colorado •

.... ! •

Also enclosed is a self addressed stamped envelope, and
request that a stamped original be returned •

- " : .. ...: ... -.;-
Sincerely,

Ted Krichels
KBDI-TV

/"
? -

-- ..-...•-
l-,.. ,",
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RECEIVED
MASS MEO!A BUREAU

. "~4_:. : :: . :_:::e .

.. ':' ,:,," ',,:" .. ".. ~;-::

VIDEO SERVICES
February 19, 1993

Mr. Ted Krichels
General Manager
KBDI Channel 12
2246 Federal Blvd.
D~nver, C~ 80211

Dear Ted:

RECEIVED
FZ3 2 ~ ....., .., ".;

FCC MAll ROO •.•

This letter confirms our recent conversation regarding
carriage of KBOI on our cable system. As you are aware,
TCI will soon be managing most of the metropolitan
operations surrounding and inclUding the City of Denver.

Effective Sunday morning, March 28, 1993, KBDI will be
carried on Channel 12 in all of the current TCI of
Colorado service areas, inclUding Douglas County and
Boulder.

We are in the process of negotiating with Time-Warner the
acquisi tion of the American Cablevision systems currently
serving Thornton, Northglenn, Wheat Ridge, Littleton and
Highlands Ranch. We anticipate the conclusion of this
acquisition in March and I am pleased to tell you that
beginning May 2, KBDI will also be carried on Channel 12
in those areas.

At that time, KBDI will have metro wide carriage into
ap?rcximately 34C~COO hoo6s.

A copy of .this letter is being forwarded to Kevin Ryan,
Operations Director for the National Division of Time­
Warner.

Si~lY,

41){ftu(ktMt;
~~nver Metro ~anag£i
SD:mh

cc: Kevin Ryan

_ _ _-------------------------------



Federal Communications Commission

,

DA 93-691

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

In re:

Order. This action is taken by the Chief. Mass Media
Bureau, pursuant 10 authority delegated by §0.283 of the
Commission's Rules.

FEDERAL COMMUI"ICATIO:"OS COMMISSION

Complaint of Front Range
Educational Media apinst
United Artists Cable
of Greele,

Request for Carriage

CSR·3783
C00047

Roy J. Stewart
Chief, Mass Media Bureau

ML'fORANDUM OPL'JION AND ORDER

Adopted: June 10, 1993; Released: June 24, 1993

By the Chief, Mass Media Bureau:

1. On January 4. 1993, a petition was filed with the
Commission on behalf of Front Range Educational Media.
licensee of Station KBDI·TV (Educ.. Channel 12).
Broomfield. Colorado. According to KBDI-TV. the station
is entitled 10 on-channel carriage hy Uniled Artisl Cable of
Greeley ("UAC") a cable television syslem serving Greeley,
Colorado. because Broomfield is .... ithin fifly miles of the
cable system's principal headend al Greeley. and therefore
KBDl·TV is a "local" signal within the meaning of §5 of
the Cable Television Consumer Protection and Competi­
tion Act of 1992, Pub. L. No. 102-385. 106 Stal. P60
(1992).

2. In its letter declining to grant KBDI-TV's request for
on-channel carriage. UAC nOles the Commission's pending
rule making proceeding which UAC states might help to
clarify various broadcaSters' conrlicting demands to certain
channel allocations on the system.

3. On April 8, 1993. the United States District Court of
the District of Columbia issued a decision in the litiption
involving TlUl1trBroadcasul1g System, /nc., et aL. v. Fedtral
Comnw11iciWofl.S Commission, Civil Action No, 92-2247
(D.D.C. April 8, 1992). which upheld the provisions of the
1992 Cable Act that had been challenged as violating plain­
tiffs' constitutional rights and which terminated the 120
day SuvuJ.srill O,der previously issued in this case. In addi­
rion. on March 11. 1993. the Commission adopted its
Report and Order in ,\I.'" Docker No. 92·~S9, 8 FCC Rcd
2965 (1993), clarifyin& its rules on mandatory signal car­
riage.

4. Since no other pleadings were filed in this matter
within the fifteen (l5) day period specified by the Commis­
sion in its PUblic Notice. Mimeo No. 32419 (released
March 26, 1993). the complaint filed January 4. 1993. by
Front Range Educational Media IS GRANTED. in accor­
clanee ..'ith 16150)(3) (4; U.S.C. 535) of the Communica­
tions Act of 1934, as amended, and pursuant 10 1615(1)(5)
of the 19Q~ Cable Act. United Artists Cable of Greeley IS
ORDERED to earn Station KBDI-TV, Channel 12,
Broomfield. Colorado'. on channel. on its cable television
system in Greeley. forty-six (*6) days from the date of this

1
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~ BY HAND DELIVERY ij
Mr. William F. Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: Idaho State Board of Education, KCDT
Coeur d'Alene, Idaho/Cox Cable Spokane,
CSR 3908M
Code WAQ231

Dear Mr. Caton:

RECEIVED

Please be informed that the dispute between Cox Cable
Spokane, Inc. concerning Idaho Public Television and its Station
KCDT at Coeur d'Alene, Idaho, has now been settled in that the
signal of Station KCDT(TV) is now being carried on the Cox Cable
Spokane, Inc. system at Spokane, Washington. As a consequence,
the complaint filed on behalf of Idaho Public Television is
hereby withdrawn. ,

Should any questions arise concerning this rr3tter, please
contact this office. .,~

Very;:;;lY your.yl

'~/1<J~~
rl;hard Hildreth

RH/bll
cc: Cable Services Bureau

Peter H. Feinberg, Esq.



, iederal Communications Commissa",A DA 93.693

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

In re:

Complaint of the San Mateo
County Community College
District apinst Century
Cable of Northern California,
Inc.

Request for Carriage

CSR·3766
CAOOIS

issued a decision in the litigation involVing Turner BrOr1d­
cas/ing Sysltm, Inc., $Uprt:l, which upheld the provisions of
the 1991 Cable Act that had been challenged as violating
plaintiffs' constitutional rights and terminated the 120 da)'
S14ndszill Order previously issued in this case.

4. Therefore. the petition filed January 26. 1993, by the
San Mateo Community College District. licensee of Station
KCSM-TV. IS GRANTED, pursuant to 1615(j)(3) (~7

U.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of 1934. 15 amend­
ed, and Century Cable of Northern California. Inc. IS
ORDERED to commence the carriage requested by KCS~­

TV fort)'-six (46) days from the dale of this Order. This
action is taken by the Chief. Mass Media Bureau. pursuant
to authority delegated by 10.283 of the Commission's
Rules.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

MEMORASDL~IOPISIOS A.~D ORDER

Adopted: June 10, 1993; Releaud: June 25, 1993

B)' the Chief. -Mass ~edia Bureau:

J. On December ~. 1993. the mandatory carriage provi·
~ions of the Cable Television Consumer Protection and
Competition Act of 1992. Pub, L. :-00, 102·385. 106 Stal.
I~bO (199:2). became effective for certain noncommercial
edu~ational stations. On Ianuan 16. 1993. the San ~ate(l

Community College District. licensee of Station KCS~1·n·
lEduc., Channel 60). San Mateo. California. filed a petition
v.ith the Commis~ion stating thai its carriage request had
been refused b)' Century Cable even through the Grade B
conlour of KCS~·TV co\ers the cable syslem's principal
headend at Benicia. California. according to the slat ion.

:. On Februan' 11. 1993. Centur\' Cable of :"orthern
California. Inc. (;'Century Cable") ffled an opposition 10

the abo\'e petition. v. hich it supplemented on April 13.
1993. According to Cenlury Cable. the system serving
Benicia carries t'lliO educational stations nov.'. and it is
considering issues such as headend signal quality. copyright
fees. and potential programming duplication to determine
"'hich other educator it should add to reach the com­
plement of three mandated by the 1992 Cable Act. enforce­
ment of v.'hich Centuf)' Cable notes is subject to the
S,r1ndslill Ordtr and to the litigation involving Turntr
SroadclUung S.vSltm. Inc. tl al. v. Ftderal Communict:lliofU
Commission, Civil Action No. 92·1147 (D.D.C.. December
~, 1991). Moreover. Century Cable states that KCSM·TV·s
petition did not comport ,..·ith 176.7 of the Commissions
Rules. because it did not include an affidavit and did not
sufficiently detail the station's effons to resolve this dispute
belore it filed with the Commission. Therefore. Century
C.ble asks thaI the Commission dismiss KCSM-TV's peti­
tion. and that it start its 110 day action period .fter KCSM­
TV submits .11 the .bove information.

3. Given that the petition filed with the Commission did
contain a "Declaration" made under pen.lty of perjuf)'
that the documents and facts submitted were true from
KCSM-T\f's General Manager, Da\'id H. Hosley. and the
appropriate Grade B map of the stltion's predicted co"'­
craIe. as ..ell as correspondence requesting carria,c dated
~o\'embcr 15. 1991. addressed to the cable s\'stem's Gen·
eral Manaler. Trudy Ribera. KCSM·T\f's petiiion will not
be dismissed. In addition. ""e note that on April 8, 1993.
the United States District Court of the District of Columbia

1

Roy I. Slev.art
Chief. Mass Media Bureau
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Federal Communications Commission

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

In re:

Complaint of San Mateo
County Community College
District apinst
Chambers Cable of Novato

Request for Carriage

CSR-3767
CAOI07

MEMORA.'IlDUM OPISI0N AND ORDER

Adopted: May 28, 1993; Released: June 24, 1993

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

1. On January 16. 1993, a petition on behalf of the San
Mateo County Community College District. licensee of
Station KCSM-TV (Educ., Ch. 60). San Mateo. California.
was filed with the Commission claiming that Chambers
Cable of Novato ("Chambers"), had declined to carr... the
station. even though the Grade B contour of KCSM-TV
encompasses the system's principal headend at Novato,
California. and it is therefore a "local" signal within the
meaning of Section 5 of the Cable Television Consumer
Protection and Competition Act of 1992. Pub. L. :"Jo.
102-385. 106 Stat. 1460 (l992).

2. On April 8, 1993. the L'nited States District Court of
the District of Columbia issued a decision in the litigation
involving Turn~r Broadct1Sting Syst~m, Inc., et aI., Y. Federal
Communications Commission. Civil Action No. 92-2147
(D.D.C. April 8. 1993). which upheld the provisions of the
1991 Cable Act that had been challenged as violating plain­
tiffs' constitutional rights and terminated the 120 day
Sran4sliii Order previously issued in this case.

3. Since no other pleadings were filed in this matter
within the fifteen (IS) day period specified by the Commis­
sion in its Public Notice. Mimeo No. 32419 (released
March 26. 1993). the complaint filed January 26. 1993. by
the San Mateo County Community Collep District IS
GRANTED. in accordance with Section 61S(j)(3) (47
U.S.C.S3S) of the Communications Act of 1934. as amend­
ed. and Chambers Cable of Novato [S ORDERED to com­
mence carriage of KCSM-TV fony-six (46) days from the
date of this Order. This action is taken by the Chief. Mass
Media Bureau. pursuant to authority delepted by Section
0.283 of the Commission's R.i1es.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Roy 1. Stewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

1



Federal Communications Commission

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 10554

In re:

~ coS tJ\j
~Q~\-t

DA 93-621

Complaint of San Mateo' County
Community College District
apinst Coast Cable'Western
Communications. Inc.

Request for Carriage

CSR·3768
CA146.8

MEMORANDtJM OPINlON AND ORDER

Adopted: May 18. 1993; Released: June 14, 1993

By the Chief, Mass Media Bureau:

1. On January ~6. 1993. a petition on behalf of the San
Mateo County Community College District. licensee of
Station KCSM-TV (Educ.. Ch. 60). San Mateo.• California,

. was filed with the Commission claiming that Coast Cable­
Western Communications Inc. ("Coast"). had declined to
carry the station. even though the Gnlde B ~ntour of.
I'CSM-TV encompasses the system's principal beadend at
San Jose. California. and it.is therefore a "local" sipal
within the .meaning of Section S .of the Cable Television
Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992. Pub.
L. No. 102-385. 106 Stat. 1460 (1992).

2. On April 8. 1993. the United States District Court of
the District of Columbia issued a decision in the litigation
involving Turn~r Broadcasting Sysl~m, Inc., tt ai., v. F~dtral

CommunicalioflS Commission, Civil Action No. 9~·2247

(D.D.C. April 8. 1993). which upheld the provisions of the
199~ Cable Act that had been challenged as violating plain·
tiffs' constitutional rights and terminated the 1~0 day
Slandslill Order previously issued in this case.

3. Since no other pleadings were filed in this matter
within the fifteen (lS) day period specified by the Commis­
sion in its Public Notice. Mimeo No. 32~19 (released
March 26. 1993). the complaint filed January ~6. 1993. by
the San Mateo County Community College District IS
CRANTED, in accordance with Section 61S(j)(3) (47
U.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of 1934. as amend­
ed. and CioISt Cable-Westem Communications .ftc. is OR· •
D~D 10 commence c:arriqe of KCSM·TV forty...ix (46)
days from the date of this arM'. -This action is taken by
lhe Chief, Mass Media Bureau. pursuant to authority dele­
pled by Section 0.283 of the Commission's Rules.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Roy J. Stewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

1 n" n

._-_.."----------------------------------------
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
WASHINGTON. D.C. 20554

\.. .
IN AEI'LY "£FE" TO:

~tO-AG

David B. Bosley
General Hanager. ICSH(TV)
1700 We.t Billldale Blvd.
San Hateo. California 94402-3784

In re: ICSH(TV)
San Mateo. CA
CSR-3774i CA0255
CSR-3769i CA0428

Dear Hr. Hosley:

On January 26. 1993. you lubmitted the above petitionl for declaratory rulings
pursuant to 5S of the 1992 Cable Act. On 'ebruary 18. 1993. however. you
filed a requelt to withdraw them without prejudice. noting in each case that
the initial petitions were erroneoully filed .ince ft ••• ICSH's 11gna1 does
not reach the beadend of the .ystem••••ft

Tberefore. pursuant to 5576.8(a' and 0.283 of the Commi.sion's Rule•• the
above petitions are dismissed a. reque.ted.

Sincerely.

llonald Paner
Chief. Cable Televi.ion Brancb
Video Service. Divi.ion
Kall Media Bureau

cc: ContiDental Cablevi.ion California
POlt-Revlweek Cable, Inc.

----_._.__.•..•..._._-_.._....._--------------------



Federal Communications Commission

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

In re:

Complaint of San Mateo
County Community Colleze District
apinst Horizon Cable TV Video
Engineerinc, Inc.

Request for Carriaze

CSR-3770
CAOO50

MEMORA.!IIlDUM OPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: May 28, 1993; Released: June 24, 1993

By the Chief. ~ass Media Bureau:

1. On January 26. 1993. a petition on behalf of the San
Mateo County Community College District. licensee of
Station KCSM·TV (Educ.. Ch. 60). San Mateo. California.
was filed with the Commission Claiming that Horizon Ca­
ble TV Video Engineering. Inc. ("Horizon"). had declined
to carry the station. even though the Grade B contour of
KCSM·TV encompasses the system's principal headend at
Fairfax. California. and it is therefore a "local" si,"a!
within the meaning of Section 5 of the Cable Television
Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992. Pub.
L. No. 102-385, 106 Stat. 1460 (1992).

2. On April 8. 1993. the United States District Court of
the District of Columbia issued a decision in the litigation
involving Turner Broadcasting Syslem, Inc.. et al., v. Federal
CommUlticaliortS CommISsion, Civil Action No. 92·224i
(D.D.C. April 8. 1993). which upheld the provisions of the
1992 Cable Act that had been challenged as violating plain­
tiffs' constitutional rights and terminated the 1:20 day
SUlndsrill Order previously issued in this case.

3. Since no other pleadings were filed in this matter
within the fifteen (IS) day period specified by the Commis­
sion in its Public Notice. Mimeo No. 32419 (released
March 26, 1993). the complaint filed January 26, 1993. by
the San Mateo County Community College District IS
GRANTED, in accordance with Section 61S(j)(3) (47
U.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of 1934. as amend­
ed. and Horizon Cable TV Video Enpneering. Inc. IS
ORDERED to commence carriage of KCSM-TV forty-six
(46) days from the date of this Ordtr. This action is taken
by the Chief. Mass Media Bureau, pursuant to authority
c1elepted by SeCtion 0.283 of the Commission's Rules.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Roy J. Stewart
Chief, Mass Media Bureau

1



Federal Communications Commission DA 94-484

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D,C. 10554

In re:

Complaints of San Mateo County
Community College District
against Multivision Cable TV
Corp.

Petitions (or Reconsideration

CSR·3771; CA0318
CSR·3772; CA0459

William H, Johnson. Deputy Chief
Cable Services Bureau

MEMORA~'DUMOPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: Ma)" 11, 1994; Released: Ma)" 10, 1994

By the Chief. Cable Services Bureau:

1. On December 6. 1993. a follow·up pelltlon for re­
consideration ""'as filed. on behalf of Multivision Cable TV
Corp. ("Mullivision"). operator of cable systems serving
Rohnert Park and Fairfield. California. Multivision reo
quests that the Commission reconsider its October 27. 1993
denial by letter of Multivision's original petitions for re­
consideration l in which its Rohnert Park and Fairfield
systems ....·ere ordered to commence carriage of Station
KCSM-TV (Educ.. Ch. 60). San Mateo, California unless it
submitted engineeering data to prove its claim of poor
signal quality against KCSM-TV. No opposition to this
petition has been recei\ed.

2. In support of this request. Multivision submits data for
the Rohnert Park system consisting of sixteen signal level
readings taken over a H,-hour period by its Lead Techni­
cian. James D. Martindale on November 17 and 18. 1993,
and data for the Fairfield system consisting of fifteen signal
level reallings taken o\er a 2S-hour period by its Lead
Technician. Richard tiber! on November 17 and 18. 1993.
Both setS of dala demonstrate. consistent with Commission
requirements. that KCS~1·TV·s signal strength for both sys·
tems i~ substantially belo..... the level of .45 dBm required
for UHF stations.

3. Staff revie\lo of the undisputed engineering data sub­
mitted by Multivsion confirms its contention that KCSM­
TV's signal quality at the systems' designated headends is
not sufficient to entitle the station to mandatory carriage
on Multivision's cable systems serving Rohnert Park and
Fairfield. California. Su ~7 U.S.c. §535(g)(4). Accordingl)'.
the petition for reconsideration. filed December 6. 1993.
on behalf of Multi\'ision Cahle TV IS GRANTED, and our
Orders adopted May 28. 19932 ARE RESCINDED. pursu·
ant to authority dele,ated in §§O.321 and 1.106 of the
Commission's Rules.

I Stp:lUlt ptlilions for rtcon~idtralion ror Rohnert P3rk 3nd
f3irlield "'trt filed b) Muhi\'ision on July I. 1993.
z Sail .\101('0 COUll/I' romr7llmilY CoJ/rgl.' Dislri" agnillsl

_.__.__._._._-------

1

.\fl,Jli'·;SlOIl·}'Ollllll'il/e • .HIIJlil'isi()" Cnt>Je n', DA ~3·!'23 t rt·
le~d Junt 2~. IlN3), and DA 1/3'0201 (rtltased Junt l~. 1-1-1.· •.



...
Federal Communications Commission

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

In re:

Complaint of San Mateo
County Community Colleg~ District
apinst Multivision-Yountville
• Multivision Cable

Request for Carriage

CSR-3771
CA0318

MEMORAl"Dl.rM OPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: May 28,1993; Released: June 24, 1993

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

1. On January ~6, 1993, a petition on behalf of the San
Mateo County Community College District. licensee of
Station KCSM-TV (Educ .. Ch. 60). San Mateo. California.
w::s filed ""ith the Commission claiming that Multivision·
Yountville - :'vlultivision Cable ("Multivision"), operator of
a cable television system serving Rohnert Park. California.
had declined to carry lhe station. even though the Grade B
contour of KCS:vt-TV encompasses the system's principal
headend at Rohnert Park. California. and it is therefore a
"local" signal within the me3ning of Section 5 of the Cable
Television Consumer Prolection and Competition Act of
199~. Pub. L. So. 102-385. 106 Stat. 1460 (1992).

2. On April 8. 1993. the United States District Court of
the District of Columbia issued a decision in the litigation
involving Turner BroadcQSllng S.lIslem, Inc., el aI., v. Federal
Communicallons Commission, Civil Action No. 92·22~7

(D.D.C. April 8. 1993)......hich upheld the provisions of the
1992 Cable Act that had been challenged as violating plain­
tiffs' constitutional rights and terminated the 120 day
Standstill Order previously issued in this case.

3. Since ·no other pleadings were filed in this matter
within the fifteen (15) day period specified by the Commis·
sion in its Public Notice. Mimeo :-Jo. 32419 (released
March 26. 1993), the complaint filed January 26, 1993. by
the San Mateo County Community College District IS
GRANTED. in accordance with Section 615(j)(3) (47
U.s.C. 535) of the Communications ACt of 1934, as amend·
ed. and Multh'ision-Yountville - Multivision Cable IS OR­
DERED to commence carriage of KCSM-TV forty-six (46)
days from the date of this Ordtr. This action is taken by
the Chief. Mass Media Bureau, pursuant to authority dele­
pted by Section 0.283 of the Commission's Rules.

FEDERAL. COM~UNICAnONSCOMMISSION

Roy J. Ste.....art
Chief. Mass Media Bureau
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Federal Communications Commission

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 10554

In re:

Complaint of San Mateo County
Community College Dist ..ict
Ipinst Multivision Cable TV

Request for Carriage

CSR·3772
CA04S9

MEMORAND1JM OPINION Ao""D ORDER

Adopted: May 28, 1993; Released: June 14, 1993

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

1. On 'January 16, 1993. a petition on behalf of the San
Mat~o County Community College District. licensee of
Station KCSM·TV (Educ.. Ch. 60). San Mateo. California.
was filed "'ith the Commission claiminlt that Multivision
Cable TV ("Multivision). operator of a cable television
system _ty.ing Fairfield. ,California had declined to carry
the station. even though the Gt"ade B contour of KCSM-TV
enc:'Oll\passes Multivision's principal "eadend at Fairneld.

£.alifornia. and it is therefore a "local" signal within the
meaning of Section 5 of the Cable Television Consumer
Protection and Competition Act of 1992. Pub. L. :'olo.
102·385. 106 Stat. 1460 (1991).

2. On April 8. 1993. the United States District Court of
Ihe District of Columbia issued a decision in [he litigation
involving Tllrner Broadca.Sllng SYStem. Inc., et ai., v. Ftderai
CommunicatiortS CommLSsion, Civil Action No. 92-2247
(D.D.C. April 8, 1993). which upheld the provisions of the
1992 Cable Act that had been challenged as violating plain·
tiffs' constitutional rights and terminated the 120 day
Sr.zndstill Order previously issued in this case.

3, Since no other pleadings were tiled in this matter
within the fifteen (1 S) day period specified by the Commis'
sion in its Public Notice. Mimeo No. 324 i 9 (released
March 26. 1993). the complaint filed January 26. 1993. by
the San Mateo County Community COllege District IS
GRAl'i'TED, in accordance with Section 6l5(j)(3) (47
U.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of 1934. as amend·
ed, and MuJtiv.wonCable !VIS ORDERED w ~mence.

c:lrriap .of .KCSM·TV lony-six (46) days from .the date of
.' this Order. This action is taken by the Chief. Mass Media

Bureau. pursuant to authority delepled by Section 0.283 of
the Commission's Rules.

FEDERAl COM~UNICAnONSCOMMISSION

Roy J. Stewart
Chiei. Mass Media Bureau
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Federal Communications Commission

KC~~ .r, G
DA·93-894

MEMORA!"oI"DUM OPINION AND ORDER.---, -

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

L On December 4. 1992. the mandatory carriage provi­
sions of the Cable Tele\'ision Consumer Protection and
Competition Act of 1992. Pub. L No. 102·385. 106 Stat.
1460 (1992), became effective for certain noncommercial
educational stations. On January 26. 1993. San Mateo
Community College District. licensee of Station KCSM·TV
(Educ.. Channel 60). San Mateo, California. filed a pelition
"'ith the Commission stating that its carriage request had
been refused by t levision s)'stem serving Union
City. California. st·~e\\'sweek Ca .
d'ba Pacific Cable e eV1Slon. \en ra e B
contour of KCSM·TV covers the cable system's principal
headend at Union City. according to the station.

2. On March 2. 1993. an opposition to the above petition
"as filed with the Commission on behalf of Pacific Cable
Television. which noted the outstanding Slandslill Ordtr
and the pending litigation involving the constitutionality of
the 1992 Cable Act in Turntr BroadcQSling Sysltm, Inc. ez
,u. v. Ftderal CommuTllcalions Commission, Civil Action
No. 92·12~7 (D.D.C. December 4. 1991). The opposition
also stated that Pacific Cable Television had not received
KCSM·TV·s carriage request of November 25. 1992. and
that Pacific Cable Television had no record of issuing a
letter dated December I, 1992, wherein it purportedly
refused to grant the requested carriage. Furthermore, it
noted that KCSM·TV had not yet shown that it ,,"'as entitled
10 the carriage requested since the form il submitted from
the Corporation for Public Broadcasting for a Fiscal Year
1993 Community Service Grant was unsigned.·

3. On April 2. 1993. KCSM-TV filed I response to the
above opposition claiming that on February 2, 1993. it had
faxed a copy of its carriage request of November 25. 1992,
to Susan Adams. who was listed as the General Manager of
Pacific Cable Television's system in Union City. According
to KCSM-TV it received no response to this request: how­
~er. its initial allegation that Pacific Cable Television had
refused its request for carriage was erroneous because

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

FEDERAL COM~1U!'ICATIO!"SCOMMISSIO!"

Roy J. Stewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

KCSM·TV's staff had originally confused Pacific Cable
Television with another operator. In addition. KCSM·TV
submitted a copy of its Noncommercial Educational Televi­
sion Broadcast Station License from the Commission and
noted that the station has yet to receive a response to these
carriage requests either from Susan Adams or from any
other officer of Pacific Cable Television.

4. On April 8. 1993. the United States District Court of
the District of Columbia issued a decision in the litigation
concerning Turner BroadcQSling Syslem, Inc., supra, II.. hich
upheld the provisions of the 1992 Cable Act that had been
challenged as violating plaintiffs' constitutional rights and
which terminated the Standslill Order previously issued in
this mailer. In the instant case, it is clear that KCSM·TV is
a qualified local NCE station entitled to carriage on the
Pacific Cable Television system. It also appears that KCSM­
TV has requested carriage on the system; as an NCE sta·
tion, it need not receive a response from the system before
filing a must-carry complaint with the Commission. See
§76.61(b) of the Commission's Rules.

5. Accordingly. since no further pleadings were filed in
this proceeding within the fifteen (15) day period specified
by the Commission in its Public Notice. Mimeo No. 32419
(released March 26. 1993), the petition filed January 26.
1993. on behalf of Station KCSM·TV IS GRA!"TED. pur­
suant to §615ljI(3) (47 e.s.c. 535) of the Communications
Act of 1934. as amended. and Post·!':e .....sweek Cable of
California. Inc. d'b'a Pacific Cable Television IS OR­
DERED to commence carriage of KCSM·TV forty-six (46)
days from the release date of this Ordtr. This action is
taken by the Chief. Mass Media Bureau, pursuant to au·
thority delegated by §0.283 of the Commission's Rules.

CSR·3773
CA0901

Releas d: July 23, 1993

In re:

Requ~st for Carriage

Complaint of San Mateo
County Community College
District against
Post-Newsweek Cable of
California, Inc.

Adopted: July 13, 1993;

I However• ..,e take note of the faCt thlt the records of the
Corporation for Public Broadcasting revlIl th.t KCSM·TV has
been a"'ardtd such a grant. and that the 5tation's form "'as duly

signed by Craig T. Blake, Associate Chancellor. on Sermmbtr 3.
1992. and by Richard zanardi, General Manager. on September
~1991 .

1



Federal Communications Commission DA·93-899

MEMORA~"DUM OPINION AlIo.'D ORDER

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

In re:

Complaint of the San Mateo
County Community College
District against Televents of
East County. Inc.

Request for Carriage

Adopted: Jul)' 13, 1993;

CSR·3775
CA0556

Released: July 23, 1993

agel'. David H. Hosley. concerning the accuracy of the
documents submilled and of the facts recited on behalf of
KCSM-TV in this case. Moreover, it appears that TCI has
in fact had an opportunity to review the pelition's attach.
ments. Accordingly. KCSM·TV·s petition will not be dis.
missed on procedural grounds, as requested by TCI. Nor is
KCSM-TV's initial error in identifying TCl's principal
headend decisionally significant. since the two towns are
both well within KCSM-TV's Grade B contour. thus mak·
ing the station "local" in both communities for must-earry
purposes. Finally, we have received no data as evidence
substantiating TCrs initial allegation of poor signal quality
from KCSM-TV at TCI's designated headend. The petition
filed January 26, 1993, by the San Mateo Community
College District, licensee of Station KCSM·TV, therefore IS
GRANTED. pursuant to §615(j)(3) (47 U.S.C. 535) of the
Communications Act of 1934, as amended, and Televents
of East County, Inc. d/b/a TCI Cablevision of East County
lS ORDERED to commence the carriage requested by
KCSM·TV forty-six (46) days from the release date of this
Order. This aClion is taken by the Chief. Mass Media
Bureau. pursuant to authority delegated by §O.~83 of the
Commission's Rules.

1. On December ~. 199~. the mandatory carriage provi­
sions of the Cable Television Consumer Protection and
Competition Act of 1992. Pub. L. No. 102-385. 106 Stat.
1460 (1992). became effective for certain noncommercial
educational stations. On January 26. 1993. the San Mateo
Community College District. licensee of Station KCSM·TV
lEduc.. Channel 60). San Mateo. California. filed a petition
with the Com I . . . e request had
been refused Televents CATV - Brent"" . even though
the Grade B contour 0 covers the cable sys­
tem's principal headend at Brentwood. California. accord­
ing to the station.

~. On April I~. 1993. a revised opposition to the above
petition was filed Wilh the Commission by Televents of
East County. lnc. db'a TCl Cablevision of East County
I"TCI"). in which it nOles that it no longer utilizes the
name Televents CATV·Brentwood. and that its principal
headend is in Knightsen. California. not in Brentwood. In
addition. TCI claims that. although it does not submit any
supporting data and had not previously told the station
about any problem. the system could not receive a signal
from KCSM·TV at its headend when it ran certain mea·
surements on April 12. 1993. Furthermore. TCI states that
KCSM-TV failed to claim that the reference point for its
community of license is within fifty miles of TCl's
headend. and therefore the station does not qualify as
"local." pursuant to §76.55(b)(1) of the Commission's
Rules for the purposes of mandatory carriage. Moreover,
TCI argues that the Commission should dismiss KCSM·
TV's petition for certain procedural defects which pre·
venled TCl from determining. on the basis of the petition
itself.....hether or not KCSM·TV is entitled to carriage.
According to TCI. its copy of KCSM·TV's petition lacked
the pertinent correspondence, a map either with KCSM·
TV's Grade B contour or the distance in miles from its San
Mateo reference point to TCrs principal headend. and it
contained no declaration, affidavit. or verification of exhib·
its.

3. The petition filed with the Commission did inClUde;
the pertinent correspondence. the appropriate Grade B
map of the station's predicted coverage. and a declaration
under penalty of perjury from KCSM-TV's General Man-

1

FEDERAL COMMU~1CATIO~SCOMMISSIO:'"

Roy J. Stewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau
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June 6, 1994

William F. Caton, Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Washington. DC 1055~

Attn: Cable Services Bureau

Re: CSR-3777 -
Dear Mr. Caton:

The above-referenced proceeding concerns a Petition for Declaratory Ruling
filed by San Mateo Community College District, licensee of non-commercial
educational Station KCSM-TV, San Mateo, California. KCS~·t-TV has alleged
that cable systems operated by subsidiaries of Viacom International Inc.
("Viacom") have been operating in violation of the Commission's non­
commercial educational musH:arry rules. Tele-Vue Systems. Inc., a subsidiary
of Viacom and parent of all Viacom-affiliated entities operating cable systems
in Marin, Napa, and Sonoma Counties, California, where the cable systems
subject to the above-referenced proceeding are located, has previously sought to
show that KCSM-TV did not provide a good quality signal to the principal
headend serving the communities specified by KCSM-TV in the above­
refgerenced proceeding.

Subsequently, by letter dated September 17, 1994, undersigned counsel for
Viacom and its subsidiaries involved in this proceeding ad";sed the
Commission that the engineering consultants to the panies were working
toward resolution of the issues in the proceeding and that the parties were
hopeful that an amicable resolution could be reached.

The purpose of this letter is to advise the Commission that the panies have
resolved this proceeding and that, beginning on December 12. 1993.
transmisssion of KCSM·TV commenced in the communities specified in
KCSM's Complaint. Such action was without prejudice to whatever action

Arent Fox Kintner Plotkin & Kahn • ~3...hlll~:t""' DC
'\c_ YnrL.. ,\Y • Yi,'/lnlt. \'..\ • Bl'ul'~a. :'-tD • Bllti3~1. Ifllll¥"r~



I.
Arent Fox

William F. Cllon. Acting Secretary
Jun~ 6. 1994
Page :2

Viacom and its subsidiaries might take if th~ Supreme Court detem1ines that
must-carry requirements are unconstitutional. Viacom's carriage of KCSM-TV
on these systems resolves the issues raised by KCSM-TV, and Viacom
understands that. upon receipt of its copy of this letter, KCSM-TV will rcqu~st

that the Commission dismiss its Petition for Declaratory Ruling.

Very truly yours

George H. Shapiro
Counsel for Viacom International
Inc. Tele-Vue Systems. Inc., and
Affiliated Entities

cc: Mr. David H. Hosley
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20554

IN REPL.Y REFER TO:

~ ~ JUL 1993
4620-PP

David M. Silverman, Esq.
Cole, Raywid & Braverman
1919 Pennsylvania Avenue, N. W.
Suite 200
Washington, D. C. 20006

In re: San Mateo County Community
College District

(KCSM-TV)
CSR-3778; CA0446

Dear Mr. Silverman:

On July 1, 1993, you filed an unopposed ·Petition for
Reconsideration", on behalf of Wander Telecommunications d/b/a
Wander Cable Television ("Wander"), operator of a cable system
serving Gualala, California. Wander requests that the Commission
reconsider its June 15, 1993 action ordering its Gualala system
to carry Station KCSM-TV (Educ. Ch. 60), San Mateo, California,
because Gualala is neither within the Grade B contour of KCSM-TV
nor fifty miles or less from the San Mateo, California station's
city of license. In support, Wander submits a map that shows
Gualala to be more than 100 miles from San Mateo and notes that
it was never served by KCSM-TV with a copy of the station's must­
carry complaint, in violation of §76.7(b) of the Commission's
Rules.

Contrary to the declarati~n made by the General Manager of
KCSM-TV in its original petition, staff review of the issues
raised and of the materials submitted in the matter reveals that
Wander'S headend lies both outside KCSM-TV's Grade B contour and
more than fifty miles from the reference point of KCSM-TV's
principal community. Therefore, the 1992 Cable Act does not
entitle KCSM-TV to mandatory carriage on the Wander cable
television system serving Gualala, California.

1 San Mateo County Community College District against Wander
Cable Television - Anchor Bay, DA-93-646 (released June 14, 1993).



·". .

Accordingly, pursuant to §§0.283 and 1.106 of the Commission's
Rules, the petition for reconsideration filed July 1, 1993 on
behalf of Wander Telecommunications is granted.

Sincerely,

~~.2.oy Stewart
Ch' .~ia Bureau

cc: David H. Hosley, General Manager
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Federal Communications Commission

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 10554

In re:

Complaint of San Mateo County
Community College District
against Wander Cable
Television·Anchor Bay

Request for Carriage

CSR-3778
CA0446

ML\fORA.~li·MOPL"'lION AND ORDER

Adopted: June 3, 1993; Released: June 14, 1993

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

1. On January 26. 1993. a petition on behalf of the San
Mateo County Community College District. licensee of
Station KSCM-TV (Educ., Ch. 60). San Mateo. California.
""as filed ""ith the Commission claiming that Wanuer Cable
'Ieicvwon-Anchor Bay ("Wander"). bad 4.leclincd to urry.

4be aaLion. even lnough the Crade B comOLLl of KCSM-TV
encompasses Wander's principal h&adend ~ -G....La.Ia. uli­
fornia. ana it ii wrefore a '~l" ~gnal \l;Wlin we mean­
ing of Section 5 of the Cab!e Tele\'ision Consumer
Protection and Competition Act of 1992. Pub. L. No.
102-385. 106 Stat. 1460 (1992).

2. On April 8. 1993. the United Scates District Court of
the District of Columbia issued a decision in the litigation
involving TUr1Itr Broadcasting S.YSltm. Inc .. tl ai.. v. Ftdtral
COmmu.nicllliofLS Commission. Civil Action No. 92-22~7

(D.D.C. April 8. 19Q3). which upheld the provisions of the
1992 Cable Act that had been challenged as violating plain­
tiffs' constitutional rights and terminated the 120 day
Standstill Order previously issued in this case.

3. Since no other pleadings were filed in this matter
.,'ithin the fifteen (15) uay period specified by the Commis­
sion in its Public :"lotice. Mimeo :"lo. 32~19 (released
~arch 26. 1993). the complaint filed January 26. 1993. by
the Sen ~eteO ..count! .GHnm¥Dit¥.~e ..Distrj,g ..!s..
GilANTE.D•.•~ ~danc:c ._ith·-5ectioft "lS<j)(3) .0(4'
U.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of 1934. as amend­
ed. ana Wander Cable Television-Anchor Bay IS OR­
DERED to commenc._m.p_~CSM-1V-Ior~~""-lo61 ~

t1ays ~',(M .ate .f (nis ~.,. This action is taken by
the Chief. Mass Media Bureau. pursuant to authority dele·
pted by Section 0.283 of the Commission's Rules.

FEDERAL COMMt,;~ICAnONSCOMMISSION

Roy J. Ste'lo'art
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

1
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Federal Communfutfons Commission

Berore th.
Feder.1 Communlc.tlons Com",lulon

Wuhinlton, D.C. 20554

In rc:

P.2 G

Complaint of San M,leo
Count}" Community Colleae
DistriCI .pinsl \ltlCom
C.ble San Francisco

RequcSt for Clrrilae

CSR·3779
C....02.S

MEMORANDUM OPINION A"'J) ORDER

Adopted: M1r21, IP93;.
s~ Ihe Chief. M." Medii Bl.lreau:

It.luudl Jul)' '1 1993

1. On J.nuary 26. 1993, , petition On behalf of Ihe Sin
Maleo County Community Collelc District, licensec of
Station KCSM.TV (Educ .. C1'I. bOl. Sin Mlleo. Callforni•.
""s filed lI,ith the Commission cilimine Ih'l VI.com C.ble
San Francisco ("\li.eo","). hid declined 10 c.rry the 'tao
tlon. c\'en 11'101.1'1'1 the Crade B COntour of KCSM·T\I cn·
compls~s the system'5 principal headend in San Frlncisco.
California. and it Is thereforc a "local" sianel within the
mcaninl of Section S of the C"ble Teleliislon Conslolmer
Prolcction and Competition ....CI of 1992. Puh. L. ·No.
102·355.106 Stlt. 1460 C199~1.

2. On April 8. 1993. the Uniled Stilts District Court of
tht District of Coh,lmbia issuer.! • decision in the Iitisalion
in\'ol\'in& Tur"" BrOlldClWilll 5,\'51'''J, Illc.. tl 12/., v. F,d,'Q/
Com/llu'1icQlioflS CO,""1I1110'1. Civil Action No. 92·2247
CO.D.C.....pril 8. 19931. which upheld the provisIons of the
1992 Cable ACI thll hid been challen.ed IS vlolalina plain·
riffs' constitutional rilhts and lerminated the 120 d.y
SIIl'1dm/~O'd"previou~ly i5sueu in this ClSe.

3. Sinte no other pleadin,s were filed in Ihis miller
""ithin Ihe fifteen (I" day period specified by Ihe Commis·
s,on in its Public NOliee. Mimeo No. 324/9 (released
M.rch ~6. 19931. the comp/.int r,led January 26. 1993, by
Sin Mateo County Community Colleae DistriCt IS
CR.ANTED. in .ccordance Viilh Section 615{j)(3) (47
u.s.e. 53', or the Communiclliol,'ls Act of 1934, IS I",end·
.d••nd Vilcom e.ble S.n Fr.~ciSto IS ORDERED to
commence clrria,e of KCSM·TVI forly-six (46) dlYS from
the c1lte of this O,d". This Ictlo'rl is tak.en by Ihe Chief.
Man Medl. Bureau. pursu.nt to authority c1eleClted by
Section O.~83 of the Commiuion·S'ltlolles.

FE.DERAL. COMMUNICAnONS COMMJSSION

Itoy J. S'ewI"
Chief. Mass Medii Bureau

1



Federal Communications Commission DA 94-1478

MEMORANDUM OPISION AND ORDER

Adopted: December 13, 1994; Released: December 27,1994

By the Cable Services Bureau:

Befor. the
Fed.ral Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

on its East Bay system but proposed that KCSM-TV wait
for carriage until the system complet~d its bUildthrough by
the summer of 1995. KCSM-!V declined this offer and, in
response. Viacom took the position that because KCSM-TV
had failed to file a complaint sixty days from the "trigger­
ing event" of Viacom's April 30. 1993 headend notifica·
tion, KCSM·TV had, in effect. waived its right to file a
must-earry complaint with the Commission. KCSM-TV
contended that it had not waived its right to file a com­
plaint with the Commission and that the actual "triggering
event" was not Viacom's headend notification, but rather
was KCSM-TV's request for carriage on August 30, 19Q3.
Therefore. according to KCSM-TV, Viacom was obligated
to respond to its carriage request by November I, 1993.
Having failed to reach a mutually acceptable resolution.
KCSM-!V filed a complaint with the Commission on No·
vember 16, 1993.

3. Pursuant to Section 615 of the Communications Act
of 1934, as amended. a cable system's signal carriage obliga­
tion includes carriage of qualified NCE television stations.
See 47 U.S.C. I 535; 47 C.F.R. I 76.56(a). There is no
substantive disagreement herein between the parties as to
KCSM·TV·s eligibility for carriage as a must-earry station
on Viacom's East Bay system. This dispute concerns the
proper timing of the filing of KCSM-TV's original must·
carry complaint with the Commission. In its Opposition,
Viacom asserts that KCSM-TV was put on notice on Jul)'
16, 1993 that Viacom did not intend to carry KCSM-T\l's
signal on its East Bay syslem. when Viacom sent KCSM·TV
its current channel line-up card, which specifically referred
to the implementation of its "must-earry" requirements.
and the line-up excluded KCSM·TV. Viacom claims that
this "triggering event" constituted an "affirmative action"
by Viacom, which caused KCSM·TV to become aware of
Viacom's alleged violation of the must-earry provisions.
Consequently, pursuant to the Commission's filing require­
ments. KCSM-TV was obligated to file a complaint with the
Commission within sixty days of this event, Therefore.
according to Viacom's interpretation of events. KCSM-TV
should have filed a complaint with the Commission by
approximately September 20. 1993. Because KCSM-TV did
not file a complaint until November 16. 19Q3, Viacom
asserts that this complaint is barred from consideration on
its merits under the Commission's procedural filing re­
quirements.

4. KCSM·TV counters. in its Response to Opposition.
that the "trigering event" initiating the sixty day filing
window for its complaint was not its receipt of Viacom's
channel line-up card because its receipt of this card was
not in response to a specific request from KCSM-TV either
for the card itself or for carriage on Viacom's East Bay
system. Instead. the channel line·up card received by
KCSM-TV from Viacom was merely a list of stations cur­
rently carried by Viacom that all cable systems "'ere reo
quired to send out to local SlItions. under the
Commission's rules. by June 2. 19Q3. Funhermore. KCSM­
TV maintains that if Viacom had truly considered that
KCSM-!V's receipt of the line·up card mailed on July 16.
1993 was the actual "trigering event" to initiate the Com­
mission's filing deadline for its complaint. it would not
have entered into negotiations with KCSM·TV in October
and November over KCSM.TV's carrial' rightS on
Viacom's East Bay system. Therefore. KCSM·TV assertS
that its petition should not be dismissed as untimely. but.
rather, that the Commission should accept it for revie"" on
its merits.

CSR·4162·M

Request for Carriage

In re:

Complaint of KCSM·TV
Channel 60 apinst
Viacom Cable

1. Station KCSM (Educ .• Channel 60). San Mateo, Cali·
fornia has filed a "Petition for Declaratory Ruling" "..ith
the Commission. claiming that Viacom Cable had refused
to carry KCSM·TV·s signal on its East Bay cable system.
serving Pleasanton, Livermore. Dublin, san Ramon, Sunol
and surr6unding areas. KCSM·TV asserts that Viacom had
previously ack.nowledged that KCSM·TV was I "qualified"
must<arry station. but wanted KCSM·TV to agree to delay
its carriage until Viacom had completed a system build
through. KCSM-TV did not agree to this request. On De­
cember 30. 19Q3, an "Opposition to Complaint" was filed
on behalf of Viacom Cable claiming that KCSM-TV's peti­
tion should be denied because it is "untimely." On January
25. 1994, a "Response to Opposition to Petition for De·
claratory Ruling" ""as filed on behalf of KCSM-TV.
disputing Viacom's claim that KCSM·TV·s initial complaint
was "untimely," and adding that Viacom's Opposition was
itself late-filed.

2. Initially. we note that Section 76.7(d) of the Commis­
sion's rules specifies that comments or oppositions to must­
carr)' complaints are to be filed within twenty days of their
appearance on public notice. Since KCSM-TV's petition
appeared on public notice on December 10, 1994,
Viacom's opposition was timely filed. Pursuant to Section
76.58(b) of the Commission's rules, on April 30, 1993,
Viacom Cable notified KCSM-TV that its desilftated princi·
pal headend "'as located in San Ramon, California (Stt
Attachment to KCSM·TV·s Petition). Subsequently, on July
16. 1993, Viacom Cable mailed out' to KCSM·TV a copy of
its channel line·up card. pursuant to Section 76.58(e) of
the Commission's rules (set Exhibit 1 to Viacom's Opposi·
tion). By leuer dated August 30, 1993. KCSM-TV requested
carriage on Viacom's East Bay cable system (s~t Attach­
ment to KCSM·TV·s Petition). KCSM-TV received no reo
sponse to this letter from Viacom. On October 21, 1993.
KCSM.!V sent a second leuer to Viacom. reiterating its
request for carriage (Stt Attachment to KCSM·TV's Petie
tion). Kun Jorgensen. Vice·President of Viacom Cable,
then contacted KCSM-TV by telephone on October 26.
19Q3. At this point. the two sides commenced negotiations
concerning Viacom's carriage of KCSM-TV. During these
negotiations. KCSM-TV states that Jonathan Marx. the
General Manager of Viacom's system, acknOWledged that
KCSM-!V ""as a "qualified" station for mandatory carri.

1
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5. The Commission's rules specify that musH:arry com~

plaints involving NCE stations. must be filed with the
Commission within sixty days of the time when the com­
plainant first believes that the cable operator has failed to
comply with the must-carry rules. 47 C.F.R. f
76.7(c)(4)(iii). The Commission elaborated on this require­
mcnt in its rutemak.ing proc:eedings by stating that "[wlith
respect to NCE stations, no complaints will be accepted if
filed more than 60 days after the station becamc awarc,
throu&!, some affirmativc action of thc cable operator, that
such operator had allcgedly violated the Act." Report tUtd
OriUr ill MM Dockel No. 92·259, 8 FCC Red 2965, 2995
(1993). In footnote 356, the Commission further explained
that,

A written request by an NCE station to a cable
operator for the list of must-carry stations contained
in operator's public file will not be considered no­
tification of a failure to comply with the Act. How­
ever, receipt by the NCE station of such a list (which
the operator is required to provide within thirty (30)
days of a request) may constitute the specific event
triggering the 60 days time frame in which to file a
complaint. if such list contains the information on
which the NCE station will base its complaint.

The Commission also stated that "[a)n affirmative action...
would include a denial from a cable operator in response
to a demand by the station for either carriage or channel
~sition, or the failure to respond 10 such a dtf,~and within
1M rtquired JO·da.v limt frame <emphasis added)." Report
tUtd Order in MM Docket No. 92·259, 8 FCC Red at 2995.
Moreover. the Commission requires an NCE station to
foUow the same procedures as provided for commercial
stations when an NCE station chooses to notify a cable
operator directly of a carriage'related dispute prior to filing
a complaint with the Commission.

With respect to an NCE station. although the statute
lives the NCE station the right to directly file a
complaint with the Commission, it is al'llicipared.
though IWI required, thai if lhere is an,\' queslion rtlat·
ing 10 tht carriage obligalions of the cable sysltm, tht
,'liCE sllllion will make inquiries of Ihe cable syslem
prior 10 jiling a comp14i111. III ,he tWill the Nr;:e
suuioll choosts 10 1I0rify a cablt optrator of all alleged
JailMre 10 comply with the Act, we believe it crppro·
prilut IhaI they IUt W proctdum oUllilltd for com­
merci4J or LPTV stalions. II il so chooses, tht NeE
lliUioll should also 1I0tify W cabu optrator Ihal it is
IIvlliling ilJtll oj those procedures and that it anlicipa,es
Itceivinl ' response from the cable optrator within 30
44ys. (emphasis added) In the evenl the NCE station
chooses to avail itself of the plain lanluage of the
statutc and file a complaint directly with the Com­
mission without prior notification to the cable sys­
tem, the NCE station must serve the cable system as
provided in Section 76.7 of our rules.

. Id. at 2994-95. Consequently. an NCE station following the
procedl,lres set out for commercial stations should also face
the same filing requirements for carriage-related complaints

2

(inclUding deadlines and associated "triggering events") ap­
plicable to commercial stations.

6. The Commission's rules. however, as explained in its
rulemak.ing proceedings. clearly encourage an NeE station
to clarify and to resolve its carriage status with the cable
operator before filing a ml,lst-<:arry complaint with the
Commission. See Reporl and Ordlr ;11 ,\1M Doclett ,""'0.
92·259, 8 FCC Red at 2994·95. and para. 5. supra. More'
over, if an NCE station chooses to follow this strategy, it
must provide t~e cable operator up to thirty days to reo
spond to its request. Report tUtd Order in MM Docket No.
92-259, 8 FCC Red at 2994-95. This suggests that the
"affirmative action" or "triggering event" necessary to ini·
tiate the Commission's filing deadline for a sl,lbsequent
must-carry complaint shol,lld occur in relation to this pro­
cess. Because NCE stations are allowed by the Commission
to follow the same proc:edures outlined for commercial
stations when attempting to resolve their carriage displ.ltes
directly with individual cable operaton. we believe that the
"affirmative action" or "triggering event" necessary to ini­
tiate the Commission's filing deadline regarding subsequent
complaints should also be the same for NCE stations in
this particular situation. See Report and Order in .\lM Dock·
et No. 92·259, 8 FCC Red at 2994·95. and para. 5. supra.

7. Therefore, we agree with KCSM·TV that. because it
had not requested carriage before it received Viacom's
channel line·up card on Jl,lly 16, lC}q3. KCSM·TV's receipt
of this line·up card, without its prior solicitation. did not
constitute an appropriate "affirmative action" or "trigger­
ing event" with regard to the filing deadline for KCSM·
TV's must-earry complaint. It appears from the facts
provided by the parties, instead, that Viacom's faill,lre to
respond to KCSM·TV's August 30. 1993 carriage request by
September 29, 1993 (i.t., thirty days after the request) was
the actual "triuering event" that most closely conforms to
the Commission's explanation of its rules concerning filing
deadlines for must-carry complaints. Set Report and Order
ill MM Docletl No. 92·159, 8 FCC Rcd at 2995. and para. 5.
supra. Therefore. in accordance with these rules, KCSM-TV
had until November 28, 1993 (sixty days after the "trigger·
ing event") to file its complaint with the Commission. See
47 C.F.R. I 76.7(c)(4)(iii). Because KCSM·TV·s complaint
was filed with the Commission on November 16. 1993,
KCSM-TV's complaint was timely filed and it will be ac·
cepted by the Commission for consideration on its merits.

8. Since there is no sl,lbstantive dispute between the
parties over whether or not KCSM-TV is a qualified local
NCE station. entitled to mandatory carriage on Viacom's
system under the Commission's rules, we believe that
KCSM·TV has established that it is entitled to carriage on
Viacom's East Bay system.

9. Accordincly, the petition filed on November 16. lC}q3
by KCSM·TV Channel 60 IS GRANTED, pl,lrsl,l8nl 10 Sec­
tion 615(j)(3) (47 U.s.C. 535(j)(3» of the Communications
Act, as amended, and Viacom Cable IS ORDERED to
commence carriaae of KCSM·TV on its East Bay system
.forty-five (45) days from the release date of this Order. This
action is taken punuant to authority delegated by Section
0.321 of the Commission's rules. 47 C.F.R. I 0.321.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

William H. Johnson
Deputy Chief, Cable Services Bureau



FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
WASHINGTON, O.C. 20554

P-S - A ...."" .t. r. L.O ~;-I,"~

David H. Hosley
General Manager
KCSM TV Channel 60
1700 W. Hillsdale Boulevard
San Mateo, California 94402-3784

In re: KCSM TV Channel 60
(KCSM)
CSR-4185-M; CA0100

IN REPLY·REFER TO:

4620-SP

Dear Mr. Hosley:

On January 11, 1994, you filed a petition for declaratory ruling,
on behalf of KCSM TV Channel 60, licensee of Television Broadcast
Station KCSM (Educ.,.Ch 60), San Mateo, California, claiming that
TCl Cablevision of California-Fremont had declined to carry KCSM
on its system serving Fremont, California. Subsequently, on
January 4, 1994, you withdrew the petition as TCI has agreed to
add KCSM to their system as of February 17, 1994.

!n view of the foregoing, pursuant to Section 0.283 of the
Commission's Rules, the petition for declaratory ruling, filed
January 11, 1994, is hereby dismissed.

Sincerely,

~~~'-.l'
Ronald Parver
Chief, Technical Services Branch
Cable Services Bureau

KCSM 000675
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FEDERAL CO\-i\-iL':"ICATlO:"S CO~i~llSSIO:"

Berore the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 10554

In re:

Complaint of Hispanic CommunilY
EducalionallV. Inc. against
Paracon Cable of San Anlonio

Request for Carriage

CSR·~0~8·~t

TX0505

William H. John~on. Deputy Chief
Cable Services Bureau

MEMORAl\'DL'M OPISIOS ASD ORDER

Adopted: May 4, 1994; Released: May la, 1994

B~' the Chief. Cable Services Bureau:

1. On August lb. 1993. a petition on behalf of Hi~panic

Community Educalional T\'. Inc Ii,en!>ee of Tele\ision
Broadcast Slation KHCE (Educ.. Ch. :231. San Anlonio.

.Texas.1 ",as filed ""ilh the Commi~~ion claiming Ihat Para·
~on Cable of San Anlonio ("Paragon"). operator of a cable
teJe\ision system serving San Anlonio. Texas. had declined
to carry the station. e\en though KHCE is licensed to the
same community "'hich Paragon ser\'e~ and and is there·
fore a "local" signal ""ithin the meaning of §~ of Ihe Cahle
Tele\'ision Consumer Protection and Competilion Act of
·IQQ:2. Pub. l. !'Jo. 10:2·385. 106 Stat. 1460 (IQQ:1. KHCE
/ requests that the Commission order not only order Paragon
to carry its signal on the cable s~~tem, but als0 order Ihat
the s"stem carn' it on Channel 23. the channel on ""hich it
broadcasts o\e(·the-air. :-10 opposition to this petition has
been filed.

1. In support of its petition. KHCE states Ihal San Anto·
nio is a predominantly Hispanic cily and Ihat ".. ilh approxi·
matel~ one·half of Ihe CilY'S population suh.;cribing to
cable. it is unable 10 effectil;ely reach ils entire city of
license. FUrlher. il maintains thaI Paragon's refusal to carr:y
its signal has created an undue financial hardship upon the
station.

3. KHCE's petition emblishes Ihat it is entilled 10 car·
riage on the San Antonio system as a commercial station
licensed 10 the same ADJ market as the cable ~\stem. It is
also entilled to the requested carriage on its ol;er-the·air
broadcast channel. as it is permiued under Section 4 of the
19Q:2 Cable Act. Since no olher pleadinl§ ha\e been filed
in this matter. the complaint filed August lb. 19Q3. by'
Hispanic Communit)' Educational TV. Inc. IS GRA~TED.

in accordance ""ith §bl~(hll1)(A) (~i 1,;.S.C. 5351 of the
Communication~ Ac' of 193~. as amended. and Paragon
Cable of San Antonio IS ORDERED to commence car­
riale of KHCE on cable channel :23 forty-fi\e (45) da~s

from the release date of this Ordtr. Thi~ action is laken h\'
the Chief. Canle Senice~ Bureau. pur~uant' 10 aut hoI' it;
delepted b~ 10.3:21 of the Commission's Rules.

, Whilt kHCE i~ licensed at In rduC'3lional st3tion b\ the
Cllmmission. the petitioner indic3trs th3t its st:ltion dots no!

..-._ - .._--------_.

1

mer, 311 tht triteri:l ~1 forth in StC'tion !- for cl3S"iriC'~\i"n ~~ :l

nl'ncommtrcial §t3tion fur. must·c:)rr~ purpov•.
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Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington. D.C. 20554

In re:

FEDERAL COMML:~JCATJONSCOMMISSION

Meredith J. Jones
Chief. Cable Services Bureau

Capital of
Texas Public
Telecommunications
Council
against TCI Cablevision
of Texas. Inc.

Pelitions for Reconsideration

CSR·4139·M; TX0211.
TX12S7. TX0282, TX1S87.

TX 127:!

MEMORASDL'M OP1SlOS ASD ORDER

Adopted: July 28, 1994; Released: August 8. 1994

By Ihe Chief. Cable Services Bureau:

I. On June :22. 1994. a pelition for reconsideralion was
filed on behalf of TCI Cable\'ision of Texas. Inc, ("TCI").
operator of cable systems serving various areas in Texas.
including Seguin and New Braunfels. Texas. TCI requests
that Ihe Commission reconsider its June 7, 1994 Order
'equiring TCI to commence carriage of non'commercial
ducational lele\'ision station. KLRU-TV. Austin. Texas on

its Seguin and Sev. Braunfels systems. unless il submitted
engineering dala to prove its claim of poor signal quality
against KLRU-TV, !'io opposition 10 this petilion has been
received.

1. In suppor! of its request. TCI submits data for the
Seguin system consisling of five signal le\oel readings taken
O\'er the course ..... - i d and for Ihe Nelli
Braun els system consisting of six signal level rea lOgs tak·
en over the course of a Iwo-hour enod. I hese tests were
con u ) s SSlstanl rea ngineer. Keith Sterner.
on June 21 and 12. 1994 . Both sets of data demonslrale.
consistent wilh Commission requirements. Ihat KLRU·TV·s
signal strength for both systems is substantially below the
Ie\'el of ·45 dBm required for UHF stations.

3. Staff reviev.· of the undisputed engineering data sub·
mitted by TCI confirms its contention that KLRU·TV·s
signal quality at the syslem's designated headends is not
sufficient to entitle the station to mandatory carriage on
Te1"s cable systems sen.'ing Seguin and New Braunfels.
Texas, Stt 47 V.S.c. t 535(g)(4), Accordingly. the petilion
for reconsideration filed June 22, 1994 on behalf of TCI
Cablevision of Texas. Inc. IS GRANTED. and our Order
adopted on Ma~' 18, lC)q4 1 IS RESCINDED. pursuant to
authority delegated in It 0.321 and 1.106 of the Commis·
sion's Rules.

I (".pill" of TU'J Public TtlteommWliCltiov COWlcil .,.iVI 199~),

Tel Olblt\oUio" of TUflJ. '"c.. DA C),a·SIIl (rtlewd June 7.

1



Federal Communications Commission DA 93-1568

MEMORA1'~UMOPISJOS Al\~ ORDER

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

I. On 1uly 6. 1993. a petition on behalf of Cenlral
Missouri State Universitv. licensee of Station KMOS-TV
(Educ.. Ch. 6). Sedalia. Missouri. was filed with the Com­
mission claiming thaI Douglas Cable Communications
.("Douglas"). operator of cable television systems sel""ing
Garden City and East lynne. Missouri had declined to
carry the station. even though the Grade B contour of
KMOS·TV encompasses the s<?'stem's principal headend lo­
cated at North latitude 94 11':28" and West longitude
38°33'40" and is therefore a "local" signal within the
meaning of §5 of the Cable Television Consumer Protec­
lion and Competilion Act of 199:2. Pub. L No. 10:2-385.
106 Stat. 1460 1199:2). KMOS-TV requests that the Com­
mission not only order Douglas 10 carry its signal. but also

~
order that the syslem carT) it on channel b. the channel on
..,..hich the station broadcasts over-the-air.

:2. Allhough no formal opposition was filed. in a letter
dated June 1. 1993. to KMOS-TV, Douglas maintained that

.' \'" the station's signal strength at Douglas' headend was nOI
\ ~fficient to entitle it to mandatory carriage on Douglas'
~stem~ serving Garden City and East lynne.'

3. Douglas' letter dated June 1. 1993. 10 KMOS-TV
concerning its signal strength does not follow generally
acceptable engineering practices to determine what con·
stilUles a good quality signal. The 1992 Cable Act failed to
set a standard for noncommercial educational ("NCE")
stations: however, it did adopt a standard for determining
the availability of VHF and UHF commercial stalions at a
cable system's headend. To establish the availability of a
VHF commercial station's signal. the 1992 Cable Act set
out a slandard of -49 dBm at a cable SYSlem's headend. A
standard of -45 dBm was established for UHF commercial
stations signals. Since these standards address the issue of
availability of a station's signal. consistent with Congress"
luidance with respect to VHF and UHF ~mmercial sta-

FEDERAL COMMVNICATIO:"iS COMMISSlO!"

Roy J. Stewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

tion availability, we see no reason not to utilize the same
standards as prima !.lCit tests to initially determine whether
a NeE station provides a cable s)'stem with a good quality
signal. Generally, if the test results for VHF stations are
less than ·55 dBm, we believe that .at least four readings
must be taken over a twO hour period. Where the initial
readings are between -55 dBm and -49 dBm. inclusive. we
believe that the readings should be taken over a 24·hour
period, ~;jth measurements no more than four hours apart
to establish reliable test results.: In addition to the informa­
tion required by our rules to be furnished to the affected
station when there is a dispute over signal level measure­
ments,) cable operators are expected to employ sound en­
gineering measurement practices. Therefr.re. signal strength
surveys should. at a minimum, include the follOWing: 1)
specific make and model numbers of the equipment used,
as well as its age and most recent date(s) of calibralion: :2)
description(s) of the characteristics of the equipment used
such as antenna ranges and radiation patterns; 3) heighl of
the antenna above ground level and whether the antenna
was properly oriented: and 4) weather conditions and time
of day when the tests were done. When measured against
these criteria, we conclude that the information submitted
by Douglas is insufficient to demonstrate that KMOS-TV
does not provide a good qualily signal to the cable systems'
principal headend.

4. Since Douglas filed no further pleadings in the above
proceeding. the complaint filed 1uly 6. 19Q3, by Central
Missouri Stale University IS GRANTED in accord~nce

with §615(j)(3)(47 U.S.C. 1535) of the Communications
Act of 1934. as amended. and Douglas Cable Communica­
tions IS ORDERED to commence carriage of Station
KMOS-TV, Sedalia, Missouri, on channel 6 on its cable
television syslems serving Garden City and East lynne.
Missouri. forty-five (4S) days from the release dale of this
Order unless Douglas submits the engineering dala required
herein to support its assertion of poor signal quality at its
principal headend. This action is taken by the Chief. Mass
Media Bureau, pursuant to authority delegated by §0.:283 of
the Commission's Rules.

CSR-389Q.M

Released: January 18, 1994

In re;

Request for Carriage

Complaint of Central Missouri
State University against
Douglas Cable Communications

Adopted: December 12, 1993;

I In response, KMOS·TV submitled a repon dated June 16.
1993, from Consuhing Eni!ineer. Donald L. Markley, confirming
th.ll both EaSt Lynne and Garden City Ire within KMOS·TV's
pndicled Grade B conlour. calculaled pursuant to 173.~ of
the Commission's Rules.
: Generally. if the test results for UHF stations are less than

-~I dBm we believe that at least four readinp must be taken
over a two hour period. Where the initial readinp are be'''''een
-51 dBm and ~9 dBm, inclusive. we believe that the readinp
should be taken over a 201 hour period "'ith measurements nOI
more than four hours apan to establish reliable test results.
) Sft 17b.bl of the Commission's Rules.

1
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Federal Communications Comm'ission DA 93-1385

ME~IORA.'"Dnl OPISIOS A~"D ORDER

Adopted: So'-ember 10, 1993; Released: So"ember 24, 1993.
By' the Chief. Mass ~leJia Bureau:

aerore the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

FEDERAL COMML:NICATIO~SCO\l~ISSIO:"

Ro)' J. Ste....·art
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

standards as prima tacit tests to initially derermine Whelher
a :"iCE station provides a cable system .... ith a good quality
signal. Generally. if Ihe lesl results for VHF stations are
less than -55 dBm. we believe that at least four readinp
mUSt be taken over a two hour period. Where the initial
readings are between -55 dBm and -49 dBm. inclusive. "e
believe Ihal Ihe readings should be taken o\'er a 14-hour
period. with measurements no more Ihan four hours apan
to establish reliable test results,' In addition to the informa-

V' tion required by our rules 10 be furnished to the affected
starion when there is a dispute over signal level measure­
menlS.2 cable operators are expeCted to employ sound en­
cineering measurement practices, Therefore. signal slrength
suneysJ should. at a minimum. include the follOWing: 1)
specific make and model numbers of the equipment used.
as well as its age and most recenl date/S) of the calibration:
1) description (s) of the characteristics of the equipment
used. such as antenna ranges and radiarion patterns: 31
height of the antenna above ground le\'el and whether the
anlenna .....as properly oriented: anJ 4) .... eather conditior.s
and lime of da\' ",hen Ihe rests .... ere lIllne, When measured
against these criteria. we condude that the informatio:'l
submilled b\ Cable\'ision is insuffi\:ienl 10 demonstrate that
K~IOS-TV does not pro\'ide a gooll ~ualil) signal 10 the
cable system's principal headend.

4, Since CabJe\'ision filed no further pleadings in the
abo\'e proceeding, the complaint filell July 1. 1993. b~

Central Missouri State Uni\ersir\ IS GRA:"TED in accor­
dance with Section 6J5(j) (3) (~7 C.S,C. Section 5351 l,i
the Communicalions Act of IQ3~, as amended. anJ
Cable\'ision IS ORDERED. to commenl.:e carriage of Sta­
tion KMOS·TV. Warrensburg. Mi~'ouri. on l.:hannel 6 or.
its cable television system sening :"orborne. \fissouri. for­
t\,-fi\'e (45) dan from the release date of Ihis ORDER
~nless Cable\'islon submits Ihe engineering data required
herein to suppOrt its assertion of poor signal quality at its
principal headend. This action is taken b) the Chief. \1a",
Media Bureau. pursuant to aUlhorit) delegated by Section
0.:!83 of the Commission's Rules.

~R-3891-M

M00550

Request for Carriage

In re:

Complaint of Central Missouri
State Uni'iersity against
Cablevision

l. On July 1. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
~fjssouri Slate L"nh'ersit\·. licensee of Stalion K~IOS-TV

(Educ.• Channel 6). Wariensburg. Missouri .......as filed ~.. ith
the Commission claiming that Cable\'ision. operator of a
cable television s)stem serving Sorborne. Missouri. had
declined to carr) the stalion, even 1 lhough lhe Grade B
conlOur of K\IOS·TV encompasses the system's principal
headenJ 10l.:ated al north latitude 39°19'30" and .... est lon­
gitude 93u 56'35". and it is therefore a "'ocal" signal .... ithin
the meaning of Section 5 of the Cable Tele\ision Con­
sumer Protel.:lion and Competition Act of 1991. Pub. L
So. 101-385, 106 Stal. 1~60 (1991), KMOS·TV requests that
the Commission not only order Cable\·ision to carry its
signal. but also lhat it order the system to l.:arry il on
channel 6. the channel on which the station broadcasts
o\er-the-air,

1, Allhough no formal opposition was filed. in a leller
dated April 30. 1993. 10 KMOS·TV. Cablevision main­
tained that the station's signal strength at Cablevision's
headend ""as not sufficient ro enlitle it to mandalory car­
riage on Cablevision's system serving Sorborne,

3. Cable' ision's leller dated April 30. 1993, to K~fOS-TV

concerning its signal strength does not folio.... generally
ICceptable engineering practices to delermine ",.hat con­
stitutes a gOOlJ quality· signal. The 1992 Cable Act failed to
set a standard for noncommercial educational ("SCE")
stations. ho.....ever. it did adopt a standard for determining
the availability of VHF and UHF commercial stations at a
cable system's headend. To establish che I\'aillbility of •
VHF commercial station's signal. the 1992 Cable Act set
Oul I standard of ~9 dBm It a cable system's headend, A
standard of -45 dBm was established for UHF commercial
station signals. Since these standards Iddress the issue of
availlbility of a station's signal. consislenl with Concress"
&uidance ,..jth respect to VHF and UHF commercial sta­
tion a\'ailability. "'-e see no reason not to ulilize the same

I Generall\'. if the test results for L:HF stations arc 165 than
-~) dBm ,,"i belie~r lhat 4 lust four rndinas must be taken
D\'er a two hour period. Wherethr initial rradinp 4re bet"'ern
-!'I dBm and .~q dBm. inclusi'ie. ""e believe that the re4dinp
should be taken over a 2~·hour period ...ith me:lSurement5 not

more than four hours apart to estahli,h reliable leSI results,
~ Sf' Section 76.61 of the Commi"i"n',; Rult~,
J Field strenlth measurements for the delermination of Gr;u:!t
B contours shall folio", the proctdure~ ~l ronh in SecliC'~

i~_bllb or the Commission's Rules.

1
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Federal Communications Commission DA 93-1570

MEMORANDL"M OPINION AND ORDER

By the Chief, Mass Media Bureau:

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

I. On July 1. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
~issouri Stale University. licensee of Station KMOS-TV
(Educ.. Channel 6). Sedalia. Missouri, was tiled wjth th~

Commission claiming thaI Cablevision. operalor of a cable
television s~slem serving Brunsw'ick, Missouri. had de­
clined 10 carry the station. even though the Grade B con­
tour of K~OS-TV encompasses the system's principal
headend located at north latitude 39":26'00" and west lon­
gilude 93008'00" and it is therefore a "local" signal w'ithin
the meaning of §5 of Ihe Cable Television Consumer Pro­
teclion and Compelition Act of 1992. Pub. L. No. 10:2-385.
106 Stat. 1~60 (1992). KMOS-TV requests that the Com·
mission not onl~ order Cablevision 10 carr) its signal. but
also that it order the system 10 carry il on channel 6. the
channel on which Ihe station broadcasts over·lhe-air.

2. Allhough no formal opposition was filed. in a leller
dated April 30. 1993. to KMOS·TV. Cablevision main·
tained that Ihe station's signal strength at Cablevision's
headend was not sufficient to entille it to mandatory car'
riage on Cablevision's system serving Brunswick.

3, Cablevision's leller dated ..l,pril 30. 1993. to KMOS-TV
concerning its 'signal strength does not follow' generally
acceptable engineering practices to delermine w'hal con·
stitutes a good quality signal. The 1992 Cable Act failed to
set a standard for noncommercial educational ("NCE")
stations. however. it did adopt a standard for delermining
the availabililv of VHF and UHF commercial stations al a
cable system's beadend. To establish the availability of a
VHF commercial stalion's signal. the 1992 Cable Act set
out a standard of -49 dBm at a cable system's headend, A
Standard of -4S dBm was established for UHF commercial
station sipals. Since these Standards address the issue of
availability of a station's signal. consistent with Congress'
&uidance ....ilh respect to VHF and UHF commercial sta­
tion a\'ailabilitv. we see no reason not to utilize the same
standards as prima facit tesls to initially determine w'hether
a NCE stalion provides a cable system ",-ith a &oed quality

FEDERAL CO~~U],;ICATIO!'SCO~~lSSIO:"

Roy J. Slewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

signal. Generally. if the test results for VHF stations are
less than -55 dBm. we believe that at least four readings
must be taken over a tWO hour period. Where Ihe initial
readings are between ·55 dBm and -49 dBm. inclusive. we
believe that the readings should be taken over a 24-hour
period. with measurements no more than four hours apart
to establish reliable test results.· In addition to the informa­
tion required by our rules to be furnished to the affected
slation when there is a dispute over signa! level measure­
!nents.~ cable operators are expected 10 employ sound en·
gineering measuremenl practices. Therefore. signal strength
surveys should. at a minimum. include the follo ..... ing: 1)

specific mak.e and model numbers of the equipment used.
as well as ils age and most recent dale(s) of the calibration;
:n description(s) of the characteristics of the equipment
used. such as antenna ranges and radiation patterns; 3)
height of the antenna above ground level and whether the
anlenna was properly oriented: and 4) weather condilions
and time of day when the tests were done. When measured
against these criteria. we conclude that the information
submiued by Cablev'ision is insufficienl to demonstrate that
K~OS-TV does nOI prov'ide a good quality signal to the
cable system's principal headend.

~. Since Cablevision filed no further pleadings in the
above proceeding. the complainl filed July 1. 199~. by
Central Missouri Slate Univ'ersity IS GRA:"TED in a,'cor­
dance ..... ilh §bI5lj)(3) H7 V.S.c. §535) of the Communica­
tions Act of 193~. as amended. and Cablevision IS
ORDERED. 10 commence carriage of Station K~OS-TV.

Sedalia. Missouri. on channel 6 on its cahle television
system serving Brunswick. Missouri. forty-five (~5) days
from Ihe release date of this ORDER unless Cablevision
submits the engineering data required herein to suppOrt its
assertion of poor signal quality at its principal headend.
This action is laken bv the Chief. ~ass Media Bureau.
pursuant to authority delegated b~ §0.:!83 of the Commis­
sion's Rules.

CSR-389:2-M
M0040S

Released: Januar)' 18, 1994

In re:

Request for Carriage

Complaint of Central Missouri
State University against
Cablevision

Adopted: December 13, 1993;

I Grncrall>. if Ihe Irst results for UHF stalions arc Irss than
-51 dBm we believe that a least four rcadinp must be taken
over a l'IliO hour period. Where thc initial rcadinp arc belween
·!l1 dBm and -~Q dBm. inclusive, we believe thai tbe relldinp

should be uken over a 2~·hour period ..... ith melisuremenlS nOI
more Ihan four hours apan to establish reliable teSI resuhs.
2 Su' 70.61 of the Commission's Rules.

1



DA 93-1483Federal Communications Commission/l}
~~---------------------------

MEMORANDUM OPINION Alltw'D ORDER

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

Before the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington. D.C. 10554

1. On July I. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
Missouri State Universitv. licensee of Station KMOS-TV
lEduc.. Channel b). Sedalia. Missouri. was filed with the
Commission claiming that Cablevision. operator of a cable
television system serving Richmond and Henrietta. Mis­
souri. had declined to carry the station. even though the
Grade B contour of KMOS-TV encompas~es the system's
principal headend located at north latitude 390 1S' 31" and
west longitude 93°58'14" and it is therefore a "local" signal
",;jthin the meaning of §5 of the Cable Television Con­
sumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992. Pub. L.
No, 102-385, 106 Stat. l4bO (1992). KMOS-TV re"luests that
the Commission not onlv order Cablevision to carr\' its
signal. but also that it order the system to carry it on
channel 6. the c.:hannel on which the station broadcasts
over-t he-air.

2..~lthough no formal opposition was filed. in a letter
dated April 30. 1993. to KMOS·TV. Cablevision main­
tained that the station's signal strength at Cablevision's
headend was not sufficient to entitle it to mandatorv car­
riage on Cable\'ision's system serving RichmonlJ and' Hen­
rietta.

3. Cablevision's letler dated April 30. 1993. to KMOS·TV
concerning its signal strength does not follow generally
acceptable engineering practices to determine what con­
stitutes a good quality signal. The 1992 Cable Act failed to
set a standard for noncommercial educational ("NCE")
stations. ho"'..ever. it did adopt a standard for determining
the availability of VHF and UHF commercial stations at a
cable system's headend. To establish the aV'ailability of a
VHF commercial station's signal. the 19Q2 Cable Act set
out a standard of -49 dBm at a cable system's he.dend. A
standard of -45 dBm was established for l:HF commercial
station signals. Since these standards address the issue of
availability of a station's signal. consistent with Congress'
guidance with respect to VHF and UHF commercial sta-

FEDERAL COMMt.::"lJCATIO:\S CO\1\.1ISSIO:\

Roy J. Ste""'art
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

lion availability. we see no reason not to utilize Ihe same
standards as przma facit tests to initiall~ delermine whelher
a NCE station provides a canle syslem with a good quality
signal. Generally. if the test results for VHf stalions are
less Ihan ·55 dRm. we believe that al least four readings
must be taken over a IWO hour period. Where the initial
readings are between -55 dBm and ·49 dBm. inclusive. we
believe that the readings should be taken over a 2~-hour

period. with measurements no more than four hours apart
to establish reliable test results.' In addilion to the informa­
tion required by our rules to be furn~shed to the affected
station when there is a dispute over Signal level measure­
ments.l cable operators are expected to employ sound en­
gineering measurement practices. Therefore. signal strength
surveysJ should. at a minimum. include the following: 1)
specific make and model numbers of the equipment used.
as " ..ell as its age and most recent date(s) of the calibration:
2) description(s) of the characteristics of the equipment
used. such as antenna ranges and radiation pallerns: 3}
height of the antenna above ground level and whether the
antenna was properly oriented: and ~) weather conditions
and time of day when the tests ""ere 1J0ne. When measured
against these criteria. we conclude that the information
submitled by Cablevision is insuffil:ient to demonstrate that
KMOS-TV does not provide a good quality signal to the
cable system's principal headend.

4. Since Cablevision filed no further pleadings in Ihe
above proceeding. the complaint filed July I. 1993. by
Central Missouri State Universil\ IS GRA~TED in accor·
dance with §615Ij)13) 147 U.S.C"~S35) of the Communica­
tions Act of 1934. as amendelJ. and Cablevisioh IS
ORDERED. to commence carriage of Station KMOS-TV.
Sedalia. Missouri. on channel b on its cable television
system serving Richmond and Henriella Missouri. forty-five
1.15) davs from the release date of this ORDER unless
Cablevision submits the engineering data re4uired herein
to support its assertion of poor signal quality at its princi­
pal headend. This action is taken by the Chief. \.1ass Media
Bureau. pursuant to authority delegated hy §O,:S3 \)f the
Commission's Rules.

CSR·3893-M

Released: January 13. 1994

In re:

Request for Carriage

Complaint of Central Missouri
Slate University apinst
Cablevision

Adopted: December 6, 1993;

I Gcner:lll~. if the test results for t.:HF ~tations are less than
-~l dBm "'f belie... , that a lust four readings must be taken
over :l t""O hour peTiod. Where the initial re:ldinjlS are bet...·ren
.~ I dam :lnd •.111 dam. inclusive. we believe thaI the readinJ:S
should be t:l"'en "ver :l 24-hour period ... ith measurements not

more than four hours ap:lTt to est:lbli,;h rrli:lbie test rrsull,.
~ S" I ~l'l.lll of the Commission',; Rules,
I Field stren&th mnsurements (M the determin:lti,)n tli (jr:ldr
a contours ~h:lll folio"'" the procedures '<!l iMth in § -3tl1'lt1 ,II
the Commission'~ Rules.

1



Federal Communications Commission DA 94·479

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

By the Chief. Cable Services Bureau:

Berore the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

I. On December I. 1993. petitions for reconsideration
were filed on behalf of Douglas Communications Corpora­
tion 11 ("Douglas"). operator of cable systems serving the
communities of Calhoun, Urich. Creighton and Mayview.
MissourL I Douglasrequests that the Commission reconsider
its OCtober 12. 1993 actions~ ordering its Calhoun. Urich.
Creighton and Mayview systems to carry Station KMOS-TV
lEduc., Ch. 6). Sedalia, Missouri. An opposition to these
petitions ""'as filed December IS. 1993. on behalf of KMOS·
TV. to \Iihich Douglas has responded.

2. In support of its requests. Douglas states that the four
referenced cable systems serve less than 1.000 subscribers
each and have only 10 usable. activated channels apiece. J It
argues that in order to carry KMOS-TV il would be forced
to remove programming that has been provided to its
subscribers since at least March 29. ]990. Douglas main­
tains that §535(b)(2)(B)(iii) of the Cable Television Con·
sumer Protection and Compelition Act of 1992. Pub. L.
No. 102·385. 106 Stal. 1460 (1992). and §76.56<a)<3) of the
Commission's Rules specifically exempts small systems.
such as Douglas'. from the signal carriage requirements
applicable to qualified NCE stations. It therefore concludes
thai it should not be required to add KMOS-TV to the four
cable s)'Stems nOled herein.

3. KMOS·TV argues in its response that Douglas' claim
that it is not required to add KMOS-TV because its syslems
have fewer than ]2 usable. activated channels directly con­
flicts ~..ith §6IS(2)(A) of the 1992 Cable Act which requires

that systems with 12 or fe ....er channels are required to
carry lhe signal of at least one local noncommercial educa­
tional television station. KMOS-TV avers that at the present
time Douglas provides no educational stations 10 its sub­
scribers. It contends, therefore. that to avoid further
irreparable harm 10 its station, Douglas should be required
to add KMOS-TV to its systems.

4. In its response, Douglas reilerateS its reliance on
176.56(a)(3) of the Commission's Rules which states thaI "a
cable system with 12 or fewer usable activated channels
shall nOI bt rtuqirtd 10 rtmOl'e any programming SUl'ice
provided 10 subscribers as of March 29, 1990, 10 salisfy these
requirements, except that the firSt available channel must be
used to salisfy these requirements (emphasis added)." Since
all of its ]0 activated channels on each system are presently
occupied by channels that have been carried since March
1. 1990, Douglas maintains that it is not required to add
KMOS-TV to its systems until such time as channel space
becomes available on the systems.

5. We are nOt persuaded by the arguments raised by
KMOS-TV herein. Section 76.56(a)(3) of the rules clearly
provides for an exception to the must carry requirements
for NCE stations in those instances where cable systems
have ] 2 or fewer usable channel capacily. Douglas has
clearly shown lhat such is the case for each of the systems
herein. It should be emphasized, however, that as soon as
the channel capacity becomes available on each system.
Douglas will be required to add KMOS·TV in order to
fulfill its obligation to carry at least one NCE station
pursuant to §76.56(a)(1 Hi) of the Commission's Rules.

6. In light of the abo..e. therefore. pursuant to §§0.321
and 1.100 of the Commission'S Rules, the petitions for
reconsideration. filed December 1. ]993. on behalf of
Douglas Communications Corporation II are granted and
Our Orders adopted October ]2. 1993 are re!>Cinded. ~

FEDERAL COMMUf';]CATIONS COMMISSIO:-: 1

William H. Johnson. Deputy Chief
Cahle Services Bureau

CSR-391o-M: M00836
CSR·3917·M; M00821
CSR-3918-M; M00920
CSR-3919-M; M00822

Released: Ma)' 20,1994

In re:

Petitions for Reconsideration

Complaints of Central Missouri
State University against
Douglas Cable Communications
II

Adopted: Ma)' 10, 1994;

I An -Emrr,rncy Petition for Stay" was filed concurrentl)'
...ith thew ~titions requestinl\ that the Commission stay the
effective date of its decisions until it acu on Douglas' reconsi·
deration requests. In SUppClrl of this request. Douglas argues that
its reconsid~rations are likely to succ~ed on their merits due to
the small size of the svsltms involved. Further. it states that it
"..as unable to prewnt ;h~ current faCts within the time allOiled
to r~spond to the ori~inal complaints due 10 the enormous
burden Doull.las faced in respondin~ to hundr~ds of must carry
complainb. FinaJh. it maintains that removal of other services
to carr~ KMOS-T\' ""ould caust it irreparabl~ harm and would
disruJ'n su~ribtrs' \'i~""inl habits. ",'hile grant of the requested
sta~ ,,",ould be in the public interest. This would not harm

KMOS·TV. according to Douglas. since the total number of
subscribers involved on all four sy5ltms is only ~~tl. nont of
whom bave received KMOS-TV previously. In vie'" of our
decision today. however. we have no need to rule on th~ mal1~r

herein.
2 C(,f1lral Missouri S,a,(' l·lIil~rsil." agaiflsl Douglas ('able ('om­
mlUlicaliolls. 8 FCC Rcd iA':'i (IQQ31: II FCC Red 71lill (IQII31: l'I
FCC Rcd 7Rib (19Q31: and R FCC Rcd i8IU (IQ1m.
3 Doullias indicates herein that the four cable systems serve tht
follo",ini number of subscribers: Calhoun •. 122; Urich -- 102:
Crei~hton •• fI.a: and Mayvie"" •• ~M. The svstem did 001 submit
any information during the ~ndenc)' of thr ori~inal ple:ldinl' to
indicate its usable channel caJ)3city.

1



Federal Communications Commission DA 93·1143

FEDERAL COMMUf'OICATIONS COMMISSION

Berore the
Federal Communications Commission

Washington. D.C. 20S54

In re;

Complaint of
Central Missouri

Staie University against
Douglas Cable Communications

Request for Carriage

CSR-391().M
M00836

Roy J. Stewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

1'fEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: October 12. 1993; Released: Sovember J. 1993

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

1. On July 8. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
Missouri State Universitv. licensee of Station KMOS-TV
(Educ., Ch. 6). Sedalia. Missouri. was filed with the Com­
mission claiming that Douglas Cable Communications
("Douglas"). operator of a cable television system serving
Calhoun. Missouri. had declined to carrv the station. even
though the Grade B contour of KMOS·TV encompasses the
system's principal headend at north latitude 93037'3~" and
west longitude 38°38'02". and the station is therefore a
"local" signal within the meaning of §5 of the Cable Tele­
"ision Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 19Q2.
Pub. L. f'Oo. 10:!·385. 106 Stat. 1460 (1992). KMOS-TV
requests that the Commission nOt only order Douglas to
carry its signal. but also order that the system carry it on
channel 6. the channel on which it broadcasts over-the-air.
No opposition to this peticion has neen filed.·

2. KMOS-TV's petition establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the Calhoun cable system. and it has requested
carriage on its over-the-air broadcast channel. as it is
permilled to do under §5 of the 1992 Cable Act. Since no
other pleadings have been filed in this malter. the com­
plaint filed July 8. 1993. by Central Missouri State Univer­
sity IS GRANTED. in accordance with §615(j)(31 (47
U.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of 1934. as amend­
ed. and Douglas Cable Communications IS ORDERED to
commence carriage of KMOS-TV on cable channel 6 forty­
six (46) days from the release date of this OrtUr. This
aCtion is taken by the Chief. Mass Media Bureau. pursuant
to authority delegated by fO.283 of the Commission's
Rules.

I On April 8. 1993. the United States District Court of the
District of Columbi:a issued a decision in the litiption involvinl
Turntr Broadcasling Sysltm. Inc .• el ilt•• II. FederGI Commumcll­
nollS C"OMmissioll. Civil Action No. Q:!·22Ji (D.O.C. April 8.

1

lQQ~). which upheld the provisions of the 19'12 Cable Act thaI
had been c:~))en&ed 15 violatinl pl:aintiffs' constitution:al ri&hl5
and terminated the 120 day S,illllJslill Ord" p~viously issued in
this case.



Federal Communications Commission DA 93·1238

FED~RAL COMMUNICATIONS COM?\1!SSION G
Before the

Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C. 20554

In re:

Complaint of
Central Missouri
Stale University against
Douglas Cable Communications

Request for Carriage

CSR·3917·M
M00821

Roy]. Stewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

~ORANDmfOPINION AND ORDER

.-'dopted: October 12. 1993: Relensed: So\'ember 1, 1993

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

I. On July 8. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
MIssouri Slate L.:niversitv. licensee of Station KMOS-TV
(Educ., Ch. 6). Sedalia. Missouri, was filed with the Com­
mission claiming Ihat Douglas Cable Communications
("Douglas"l. operator of a cable lelevision system serving
Urich. Missouri. hac declined to carrv Ihe sIal ion. even
though the Grade B contour of KMOS-tv encompasses the
)ystem's principal headend al Urich. and Ihe station is
therefore a "local" signal within the meaning of §S of the
Cable Television Consumer Prolection and Competition
A..:t of 19Q2. Pub. l. No. 102·31:15. 100 SIal. 1-400 (1992).
KMOS-TV requests that lhe CommISSion nOI only order
Douglas to carry its signal. but also order thaI lhe system
carry il on channel 6. lhe channel on which il broadcasls
over·the·air. No opposition 10 Ihis petilion has been filed.'

2. K:-'IOS·TV's petilion establishes thaI it is entilled 10
carriage on lhe lirich cable system. and il has requested
carriage on ils over·the·air broadcast channel. as it is
permllled to do under §S of the 1992 Cable Act. Since no
other pleadings have been filed in Ihis matter, the com­
plain! filed July 8. 1993. by Central Missouri Slale Un!ver­
Sil)' IS GRANTED. in accordance with §615(j)(3) H7
t: .S.C. 535) of the Communicalions Act of 193,;, as amend­
ed. and Douglas Cable Communications IS ORDERED to
commence carriage of K..\.10S-TV on cable channel 6 fony­
six (46) days from Ihe release date of this Order. This
aClion is taken by the Chief. Mass Media Bureau, pursuant
to authority delegaled by 10.283 of the Commission's
Rules.

I On April 8. 1993, the Unhed 5t31es Di)trict Coun of the
Disirici of Columbia issued a decision in the Iitiption involvina
Turll~r Broadctulillr Sysl,m. I"c.• '1 a/.• II. F,dtral Com"u",ica­
eoru CommiJslOll. Civil Action ~o. Q2·22.i (D.D.C. April tl.

1

19931, which upheld tht provisions of the 1992 Clible ..It.c.t ttlllt
hlld been challenl'd U violatina pll1intiffs' constitutional riihtS
and terminateel the 120 day SUlndsnU Order previously issued in
this cue.



Federal Communications Commission DA 93-1244

FEDERAL COMMU:'oIICATIONS COMMISSION

Before the
Federal Communic:ltions Commission

Washington, D.C. 20554

In re:

Complaint of
Central Missouri

State University against

Douglas Cable Communications

Request for Carriage

CSR-3918-M

M009:l0

Roy J. Stewart

Chief, Mass Media Bureau

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: October 12, 1993; Released: November I, 1993

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

I. On July 8. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
Mi~S0Ul; State University. lil.:ensee of Stalion KMOS-TV
(EJul.: .. Ch. 6). Sedalia. Missouri. was filed with the Com­
mission claiming that douglas Cable Communications
("Douglas"). operator of a cable television system serving
Creighton. Missouri. had declined to carry the station, even
though the Grade B contour of KMOS·TV encompasses the
~yslem's principal headend at Creighton. and the station is
therefore a "local" signal within the meaning of ~5 of the
Cable Television Consumer Protection and Competition
Act of 199~. Pub. L. No. 1O~-385. 106 Stat. 1460 (1992)
K;\10S-TV requeslS that the Commission not only order
Douglas to carry ilS signal. but also order thaI the system
carry it on channel 6. the channel on ....·hich it broadcaslS
over-ehe-air. No oppOSition to this petition has been filed. 1

~. KMOS-TV's petition establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the Creighton cable system. and it has re­
quested carriage on ilS over-the-air broadcast channel. as it
is permilled to do under §5 of the 1992 Cable Act. Since
no other pleadings have been filed in this matter. the
complaint filed July 8. 1993. by Central Missouri State
University IS GRANTED. in accordance with §615(j)(3l
(47 U.s.c. 535) of the Communications Act of 1934. as
amended. and Douglas Cable Communications IS OR·
DERED to commence carriage of KMOS-TV on cable
channel 6 fony-six (46) days from the release date of this
Ordu. This action is laken by the Chief. Mass Media
Bureau. pursuant to authority delegated by §O.183 of the
Commission's Rules.

On April ~. IYQ3. the United States District Court of the
District of Columbia issued a decision in tile litiption involving
TU"ltr Broadcl1SZifl' Sysztrn, /IIC •• el al.. v. Federal CO"II'UUUCQ'
riolu CO"l"'lissiofl, Civil Action No. Q2·22~i (D.D.C. April H.

1

1~3)....hieh upheld the provisions of the 1'1'/2 Cable ACt that
had been challenled as violatinl plaintiffs' constitutional righ.ts
and terminated tile 120 day SUJrldstill Orde' previously issued In

this case.



Federal Co'mmunications Commission DA 93·1239

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION b
Before the

Federal Communications Commission
Washington, D.C. 20554

In re:

Complaint of
Central Missouri
State University against
Douglas Cable Communications

Request for Carriage

CSR-3919-M
M00822

Roy J. Stewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

~fEMORANDUMOPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: October 12, 1993; Released: November I, 1993

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

1. On July 8. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
Missouri State University, licensee of Station KMOS-TV
lEduc., Ch. 6). Sedalia, Missouri, was filed with the Com­
mission claiming that Douglas Cable Communications
(-DougI3s"). operator of a cable television system serving
Mayview. Missouri. had declined to carry the station. even
though the Grade B contour of KMOS-TV encompasses the
system's principal headend at Mayview. and the station is
therefore a "local" signal within the meaning of §5 of the
Cable Television Consumer Protection and Competition
Act of 1991. Pub. L. No. 102-385. 106 Stat. 1460 (1992).
KMOS-TV requests that the Commission not only order
Douglas to carry its signal. but also order that the system
carrv it on channel 6. the channel on which it broadcasts
over··the-air. No opposition to this petition has been filed. l

2. KMOS·ty·s petition establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the Mayview cable system. and it has requested
carriage on its over-the-air broadcast channel. as it is
permitted 1.0 do under §5 of the 1992 Cable Act. Since no
olher pleadings have been filed in this mauer, the com­
plaint filed July 8. 1993. by Central Missouri State Univer­
sity IS GRANTED. in accordance with §615(j)(3) (4;
U.s.C. 535) of the Communications Act of 1934. as amend­
ed. and Douglas Cable Communications [S ORDERED to
commence carriage of K.\otOS-TV on cable channel 6 forty­
six (46) days from the release date of this Ordtr. This
action is taken by the Chief. Mass Media Bureau. pursuant
10 authority delegated by JO.283 of the Commission's
Rules.

I On April 8. lC}q3. the United Stllles District Court or the
District or Columbia issued a decision in the litiption involvini
Twntr BroadcASling Systtm, Inc.. et al..... Federal Commwaicll·
rioru Co,"miJsioPl, Civil Action No. 92·2::!4i (O.O.C. April 8.

1

IQQ3l. which upheld the provisions of the 1~2 C3ble ACt th:1\
~ been ch:llJenled :t5 violatin. plaintil'f5' constitution:ll ri~ht5

and terminated Ihe 120 day Sumdstill Order previousl)' issu.ed in
this case.
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Federal Communication. Commiufon DA P3-1237

FEOEML COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION ~

Beror. the
red.ral Communication. Commlsaloll

Washlnlt0n. D.C. 205J4

In 1'1:

Complaint of Central MiSiouri
State University .plnat
Douew CAbl. Communications

Request for Carriace

CSR-3911-M
M00599

Roy 1. Stewln
Chief, MISS Media Bureau

MEMORA1\l1)t1M OPINION AND ORDER

Adoptfd: October 12, 1993; R.I.ased, October 2$, 1993

By the Chief. Mus Media a~r..u;

I. 012 July 8. 1993. • petition on behllf of Ctntril
Mi.uouri State University. ticensee of Slltion KM05-TV
(Edue., Ch. 6), Sed.li., Missouri, " .. fil.d "ith the Com·
mission claimln, Ihat Oou&JU Cable Communications
("Ooul1u"). operator of a Clbl. tele\<i.ion ayattm H"lnS
Waverly, Missouri. hid declin.d to Clrry the stillon, .,en
IhouSh the Orad, B conlour of XMOS-TV oDCOmpwes Ihe
syste~'s principal heldend at north Iltltude 93°31'03" Ind
WUt lon,itude 39012'34", Ind the stltlon is thererOre a
"local" sienal wilhin the melnln, of'S of the C.ble Tele­
mion Consumer PrOteclIon Ind Competition Act of 1992,
Pub. L., No. 102,385, '106 Slat. 1460 (1992). KMOS-TV
requem thaI Ihc Commission not only order Oou.l.. to
carry its SiSM). bUI also order thai the system carry It on
chlnnel 6. the chlnnel on which it brOldWIS o¥cNne-air.
No opposilion 10 this petition h.s been filed.'

2. KMOS-TV's petition establishu thlt it Is entitled to
carria.e en the Waverly cable system. and it bat req",ested
carril.e on its over-the-air broldcast channel, IS it I.
permitted to do under U of the 1992 Cable Act. Since no
olher pludinp have been filed in this maUlr, the com­
plaint ftled luly 8, 1993. b)' Centrll Miuol.lri Scate Univlr·
lit,. IS ORANT£O, in .ccordance with t6150}(3) (47
U.S.C. '35) of fhe Comml.lnicaUons Act of 1934, U Imend­
Cd. and Doulll. Cable CommunicatioN IS OIU>EUO co
commence camlp of KMOS-TV OD cable chlAnll 6 (on)'­
.ix (46) dlYS from the rll.... dice of chit O,d". This
acrion is Clun by thl Chief, Mill Media Bureau, pursuant
to autnority dellpted by 10,283 of che CommJuion',
aula.

& On April I. t9Q3. tAl Uebel! StltlS District Cou" ot tAl
Di.lriCI of Colllmbia 'ilsu.d I deCision II th. lici,ltion in"olviDI
r"""" '~olldtult~ SY~II"'. 11K., ,t .1.• II. ',d,~ COlJUfWllltll­
lID'll CD""","11011. Civil ~tiOIl No, 92-22«'7 (D.D.C. April ..

1

(993). wllich upll.lcl th. proviIioIU of Ul. 19'2 Cahlt Act tNt
1114 b.t11 CD.lIll1l'd u "iolarlZlI pJ.buiffl' con.tltutional ri.hu
Inc! lamInated tAl 120 da)' Jt,!Utl1Ul O,d" pr,v\ollSly Willd ill
tbis cue.
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Complaint of
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State University against
Douglas Cable Communications

Request for Carriage

CSR·3912·M
M00118

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: October 12, 1993; . Released: November I, 1993

By the Chief, Mass Media Bureau:

1. On July 8. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
Missouri State University, licen..ee of Station KMOS-TV
(Educ., Ch. 6). Sedalia, Missouri, was filed with the Com­
mission claiming that Douglas Cable Communi~tions

("Douglas"), operator of a cable television system serving
Slater. Missouri, had declined to carry the station, even
though the Grade B contour of KMOS-TV encompas..es the
system's principal headend at north latitude 93')04 'OS" and
,,"'est longitude 39°13'05", and the station is therefore a
"local" signal within the meaning of §S of the Cable Tele­
vision Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992,
Pub. L. No. 102·385. 106 Stat. 1460 (\992). KMOS-TV
requests that the Commission not only order Douglas to
carry its signal. but also order that the system carry it on
channel 6. the channel on which it broadcasts over·the-air.
No opposition to this petition has been filed.'

2. KMOS-TV's petition establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the Slater cable system, and it has requested
carriage on its over-the-air broadcast channel. as it is
permitted to do under §S of the 1992 Cable Act. Since no
other pleadings have been filed in this matter. the com­
plaint filed July 8. 1993. by Central Missouri State Univer­
sity IS GRANTED. in accordance with §615(j)(3) (47
U.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of 193~, as amend­
ed. and Douglas Cable Communications IS ORDERED to
commence carriage of KMOS·TV on cable channel 6 forty­
six (46) days from the release date of this Order. This
action is taken by the Chief. Mass Media Bureau. pursuant
to authority delegated by §0.283 of the Commission's
Rules.

I On April 8. 1993. the United Stites District Coun of the
District of Columbia issued a decision in the litiption involvina
TuTlttr Broc((caniflg SYSUffl, ,,,,c.. II al., v. F,d,ral COfflrrwnlca­
liotU COfflfflusiofl, Civil Action No. Q2·2:!~7 (O.D.C. April 8.

1

1993). which upheld the provisions of the IqlI2 C:lble ACt that
had been challenaed as violatin& plaintiffs' constitution:l! rights
and terminated the 120 ~y S,a",ttnill Ord,r previously issued in
this case. .



Federal Coinmurtications Commission

FEDERAL COMMUr-lICATIONS COMMISSION C·
Before the

Federal Communications Commission
Washington. D.C. 10554

In re:

Complaint of
Central Missouri
State University against
Douglas Cable Communications

Request for Carriage

CSR·3913·M
MOOI0S

Roy J. Stewart
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~EMORANDUMOPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: October 12. 1993; Released: November 1, 1993

By the Chief. Mass Media Bureau:

1. On JUly 8. 1993. a petition on behalf of Central
Missouri State Universitv. licensee of Station KMOS-TV
(Educ.• Ch. bl. Seualia. Missouri. was filed with the Com­
mission claiming that Douglas Cable Communications
I"Dougias"l. operator of a cable television system serving
Higginsville. !\1issouri. had declined to carry the station.
even though the Grade B contour of KMOS-TV encom·
passes lhe system's principal headend at north latitude
931143'01" anu west longitude 3900~'21". and the station is
therefore a "local" signal wilhin the meaning of §S of the
Cable Television Consumer Protection and Competition
Act of 1992. Pub. L. ~o. 102·385. 106 Stat. 1~60 (1992).
KMOS·TV requests that the Commission not only order
Douglas to carry its signal. but also order that the system
carry it on channel 6. the channel on II.. hich it broadcasts
over··the·air. No opposition to this petition has been filed.·

2. KMOS·TV·s peli[ion establishes that it is entitled to
carriage on the Higginsville cable system. and it has re­
"1uesled carriage on its over-the-air broadcast channel. as it
is permineu [0 do under §5 of the 1992 Cable Act. Since
no other pleadings have been filed in this malter. the
complaint filed JUI) 8. 1993. by Central Missouri State
University IS GRA;-.tTED. in accordance with §615<jH3)
(47 U.s.c. 535l oi the Communications Act of 1934. as
amendeu. and Douglas Cable Communications IS OR­
DERED to commence carriage of KMOS-TV on cable
channel 6 fony-six (~b) days from the release date of this
Order. This action is taken by the Chief. Mass Media
Bureau. pursuant to authOrity delegated by ~0.:!83 of the
Commission's Rules.

I On April II. IlN:3. the United St31es District Court of the
District of Columbi3 issued 3 decision in the litiption involvinc
TIV"tr S,oodCtwj"B S.lIs/tm. Inc.• tl 0/.. II. Ftd.trtll Co,""uulico·
"""s CommlSSl"". Civil Action No. Q2·2247 CD.D.C. April H.

1

199:31. which upheld thc provisions of the Iyq:! Cable Act th.lt
hOld becn ch3ltenled as viOl:ltine pl:lintiffs' constitution3l rights
and tcrmin3tcd thc 120 day SlIz,.t/.szill Ord.,r previously issued ir:
this C4lSC.
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Roy J. Stewart
Chief. Mass Media Bureau

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND ORDER

Adopted: October 12, 1993; Released: November 1, 1993

By the Chief, Mass Media Bureau:

1. On July 8. 1993. a pelition on behalf of Central
Missouri State University, licensee of Station KMOS·TV
(£due.• Ch. 6), Sedalia. Missouri. was filed with the Com·
mission claiming that Douglas Cable Communications
("Douglas"), operator of a cable television system serving
laMonte. Missouri, had declined to carry the station. even
though the Grade B contour of KMOS-TV encompasses the
system's principal headend at north latitude 93°25'30" and
"est longitude 38°40'27". and the station is therefore a
"\ocal" signal within the meaning of ~5 of the Cable Tele­
vision Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992.
Pub. L. No. 102-385. 106 Stat. 1460 (l9Q2). K..\iOS-TV
requests that the Commission not only order Douglas to
carry its signal. but also order that the system carry it on
channel 6. the channel on which it broadcasls over-the-air.
No opposilion to this petition has been filed. I

2. KMOS·TV·s petition establishes that it is enlitled 10
carriage on the LaMonle cable s)'slem. and it has requesled
carriage on its over-the·air broadcast channel. as it is
permitted 10 do under §5 of the 1992 Cable Act. Since no
Other pleadings have been filed in this matter. the com­
plaint filed July 8. 1993. by Central Missouri State Univer­
sity IS GRANTED. in accordance with 1615(j)(3) (47
U.S.C. 535) of the Communications Act of 1934. as amend­
ed. and Douglas Cable Communications 15 ORDERED to
commence arriaze of KMOS-TV on cable channel 6 fony·
six (46) days from the release date of this Order. This
action is taken by the Chief. Mass Media Bureau, pursuant
to authority delegated by 10.283 of the Commission's
Rules.

I On April 8. lY93. Ihe Uniled Stales District Court of Ihe
District or Columbia issued a decision in the Iitiption involvina
TI4,"er BroadclUUrll SySltrPl. I"c.. er 41., ... Federal COlftmwUca·
tiotU ColfllPlissiori. Civil Action No. cn·2:2~7 (D.D.C. April R.

1

1Y93). which upheld the provisions or Ihe IqQ2 C:lble ACt. Ih:ll
had been ch:lJlenled as violatina plaintiffs' constitution:ll rights
and terminated the 120 day SIGlltLnill Order previously issued in
this case.


